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the  preface. 


The  fad-s  advanced  in  the  former 
part  of  my  Appeal  to  the  Public  relating  to 
the  Riots  in  Birmingham  having  appeared  to 

mytelf,  and  my  friends,  incontrovertible 
true,  I  did  not,  at  the  time  that  I  wrote 
it,  exped  that  I  thould  have  any  ocoaf  on  to 
trouble  the  world  with  another  publication 
on  a  fubjed  which  to  myfelf  m u it  be  fut~- 
ciently  difagreeable.  But  as  not  only  have 
thofe  fads  been  denied,  but  much  additional 
cenfure  been  refleded  upon  me,  and  the 
menters,  by  the  clergy  of  Birmingham 
who  have  employed  the  pen  of  Mr.  Burn  T 
nd  mylelf  under  the  neceffi ty  of  engadno- 
in  a  controverfy,  the  termination  of  which  I 
do  not  fee.  For  I  think  myfelf  bound  in 
honour,  and  in  duty  to  my  fellow-fufferers 
not  to  withhold  whatever  fhall  appear  to  me 
to  be  pioper  for  our  common  vindication. 


Let 
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Let  our  enemies,  then,  difpute  our  fadls, 
and  advance  their  farther  calumnies.  I  (hall 
not  fail  to  reply  to  them,  till  the  Public  (hall 
be  in  poffeffion  of  all  that  is  neceflary  to 
form  their  judgment  on  a  fubjedt  that  cer¬ 
tainly  interefts  the  whole  community.  For, 
if  any  one  fet  of  men  may  be  infulted  and 
opprefied  with  impunity  on  account  of  their 
religious  perfuafion,  if  neither  the  common 
courts  of  law,  nor  the  cool  opinion  of  their 
countrymen,  will  do  them  juftice,  another 
fet  may,  in  their  turn,  be  expofed  to  the 
fame,  and  an  all-grafping  and  domineering 
hierarchy  may  crufh  us  all.  It  behoves  us* 
then,  ferioufly  to  confider  our  fit  nation,  and 
let  our  enemies  confider  theirs.  And  the 
cafe  of  perfection  for  religious  principle  is 
no  new  thing  in  the  world;  we  have  but  too 
many  precedents  before  us  to  determine  our 
judgment,  and  direct  our  condu.£h 

It  will  be  obferved,  and,  I  doubt  not,  to 
our  prejudice,  that  but  few  names  appear  in 
this  narrative  of  fadts,  But,  confidering  the 
great  prevalence  of  a  violent  party  Ipirit 
among  the  more  wealthy  and  powerful  in 
the  town  and  neighbourhood  of  Birmingham, 

and 
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and  how  much  it  will  appear  that  fome  per- 
fons  have  already  differed  in  confequence  of 
giving  evidence  in  favour  of  Diffenters,  and 
being  otherwife  friendly  to  them,  it  would 
be  unjuftifiable  in  me  to  expofe  them  to  far¬ 
ther  injury  without  very  particular  reafon. 
Every  name,  however,  that  is  alluded  to  in 
this  work  is  ready  to  be  produced  if  necef- 
fary.  If,  in  any  very  particular  cafe,  I  fhould 
decline  giving  my  authority,  I  can  only 
pledge  my  own  veracity  for  having  a  diffident 
authority,  which  my  reader  will  believe  or 
not,  according  to  his  idea  of  my  moral  cha¬ 
racter.  Except  a  very  few,  all  the  faCts  I  have 
mentioned,  are  contained  in  affidavits  volun¬ 
tarily  tendered ;  and  many  more,  I  doubt  not, 
will  appear  when  it  ffiall  feem  to  be  fafe  to 
the  parties.  However,  thofe  affidavits  which 
tend  mod  to  criminate  particular  perfons 
have  already  been  recited  by  Mr.  Whitbread, 
and  others,  when  an  inquiry  was  mov£d  for 
in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  into  the  caufes  of 
the  riot.  Knowing,  therefore,  what  is  laid 
to  their  charge,  it  behoves  them  to  take  the 
proper  method  of  removing  the  imputations 
under  which  they  lie.  A  good  account  of 
the  debate  on  this  fubjeCl  may  now  b$  feen 
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in  the  Parliamentary  Regijler ,  publilhed  by 
Mr.  Debrett.  From  perufmg  this  our  country¬ 
men  will  form  their  own  judgment,  whether 
there  was  fufficient  caufe  for  public  inquiry, 
and  whether  the  members  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  aCted  as  the  reprefentatives  of  the 
Diffenters  as  well  as  of  the  other  inhabitants 
of  the  country,  and  whether  they  were  dif* 
pofed  to  inquire  into,  and  redrefs,  wrongs 
done  to  them . 

The  plan,  and  proper  origin,  of  the  riot  has 
not  yet  been  difcovered  ;  and  many  perfons 
begin  to  fulpeCt,  as  Dr.  Parr,  in  his  truly  libe¬ 
ral  publication,  has  hinted,  that  it  had  a  higher 
origin  than  Warwickfhire.  There  were  pre¬ 
dictions  in  London  of  what  would  be  done  at 
Birmingham.  But,  if  any  perfon  in  power 
fhould  wifh  to  opprefs  us,  we  afcribe  it  to  the 
inceflant  accufations  of  our  enemies,  efpecially 
among  the  clergy;  and  time  will  fhew  that 
thole  accufations  are  mere  calumnies,  affer- 
tions  deftitute  of  all  foundation  in  faCt. 

No  blunder  is  abfolutely  impoffible  in 
fome  politicians ;  but  I  can  hardly  think  that, 
at  this  day,  any  ftatefman  could  hope  to 

*  avail 
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avail  himfelf  of  the  prejudices  of  the  majo¬ 
rity  of  a  nation  to  intimidate  and  crulh  the 
minority,  when  his  ultimate  views  were  really 
hoftile  to  the  liberties  of  all,  fuch  policy  is  fo 
eafily  feen  through ;  and  it  would  be  nothing 
lefs  than  infanity  to  endeavour  to  intimidate 
by  a  mob ,  the  excefles  of  which  it  may  be 
impoffible  to  retrain,  and  which,  once  en¬ 
couraged  and  excited,  may  foon  take  a  differ¬ 
ent,  and  even  oppofite,  direction.  In  no 
country  in  Europe  is  a  mob  fo  much  to  be 
dreaded  as  in  this,  for  in  no  country  in  Eu¬ 
rope  are  the  populace  fo  ignorant,  fo  unprin¬ 
cipled,  fo  prophane,  fo  improvident,  fo  licen¬ 
tious,  and  fo  much  difpofed  to  every  fpecies  of 
violence  Ihort  of  murder.  If  our  government 
be  fo  excellent  as  it  is  boafted  to  be,  how 
came  this  great  and  formidable  evil  to  exift  ? 

In  general  this  extreme  ignorance  and  pro¬ 
fligacy  are  to  be  found  in  manufacturing 
towns,  where  the  poor  are  taught  nothing 
befides  their  particular  art  or  trade,  and 
where  they  have  no  leifure,  or  means,  of  ac¬ 
quiring  general  knowledge ;  where  they 
work  part  of  their  time,  and  fpend  the  reft  in 
the  alehoule,  wholly  improvident  with  re- 
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fpecft  to  futurity,  in  this  life  or  another.  This 
neceflarily  forms  the  moft  degraded  ftate  of 
hnman  nature.  But  for  this  great  evil  the 
government,  in  church  or  ftate,  fhould  pro¬ 
vide  fome  remedy. 

Much  pains  has  particularly  been  taken  to 
reprefent  the  Unitarian  Diflenters,  among 
whom  I  clafs  myfelf,  as  difaffe&ed  to  go¬ 
vernment,  in  order  to  make  our  fufferings  the 
fubjeCt  of  lefs  regret,  as  if  the  chaftilement 
we  have  met  with,  though  not  legally  in¬ 
flicted,  was  nothing  more  than  we  deferved ; 
when  in  reality  our  tenets  have  no  relation 
whatever  to  any  thing  of  a  political  nature, 
nor  have  we  interfered  in  politics  more  than 
other  perfons. 

/  1  <  v  ^  • 

Among  other  calumniators,  Mr.  Burke 
particularly  diftinguifhed  himfelf  by  his  in- 
veCtives  again  ft  us  in  the  Houfe  of  Com¬ 
mons  ;  but  he  only  difcovered  his  utter  igno¬ 
rance  of  our  principles  and  conduct.  As  fome 
evidence  that  the  Unitarian  Diflenters  are 
the  enemies  of  the  conftitution,  he  alleged 
the  toafts  that  were  given  at  the  firft  annual 
meeeting  of  the  Unitarian  fociety,  none  of 
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which,  however,  were  at  all  difloyal,  or 
breathed  a  fpirit  unbecoming  Englifhmen. 

Mr.  Burke  was  ignorant  that  the  Unitarian 
Society  by  no  means  reprefents  the  Unitarians 
of  England,  being  nothing  more  than  the  aflfo- 
ciation  of  a  very  few  of  them  for  the  purpole 
of  diftributing  books,  and  certainly  are  not 
one  in  a  thoufand  of  the  Unitarians  in  Ene- 
land.  That  fociety  has  no  political  object 
whatever,  and  the  toafts  were  quite  an  acci¬ 
dental  thing,  owing  to  the  company  of  fome 
Grangers,  who  chiefly  fuggefted  them  at  the 
time,  none  of  them  being  provided  before¬ 
hand  ;  and  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
fociety  to  continue  the  cuilom. 

Unitarianifm  bears  no  relation  to  any  fyf- 
tern  of  politics,  and  in  fact  there  are  Unita¬ 
rians  among  the  friends,  as  well  as  the  ene¬ 
mies,  of  what  is  called  government .  There  are 
great  numbers  of  them  in  the  church  of  Eng¬ 
land,  as  well  as  out  of  it;  and  there  are  many 
profeffed  Unitarians  who  object  to  the  forming 
of  any  fociety,  fo  far  are  they  from  wifhing 
to  make  themielves  confpicuous,  or  from 
being  of  a  factious  and  turbulent  difpofition. 

Unfavourable 


X 


THE  PREFACE. 


Unfavourable  as  the  prefent  times  arc 
to  Unitarians  and  Diflenters,  they  may 
change  in  our  favour,  and  even  in  a  fhort 
fpace.  Events  are  powerful  and  fpeedy  in- 
ftru&ors,  and  produce  important  changes  in 
the  fentiments  of  whole  nations,  as  we  have 
lately  feen  both  in  America  and  in  France. 
This  is  an  age  of  revolutions,  and  ftiould 
teach  the  High  Church  party  in  this  country 
not  infolence,  but  moderation. 

At  all  events  men  fliould  do  juftice,  what¬ 
ever  their  own  future  fituation  may  be ;  and 
it  is  only  juftice  that  the  Diflenters  of  Bir¬ 
mingham  afk  of  their  countrymen.  But  they 
have  not  yet  found  it,  except  with  refpe£t 
to  the  demolition  of  the  new  meeting  houfe ; 
though  all  damages  done  by  rioters  fhould 
be  moft  amply  repaired  by  the  fociety,  which  is 
conftituted  for  the  very  purpofe  of  prevent¬ 
ing,  or  redrefling,  the  wrongs  of  individuals. 
It  is  notorious  that  the  courts  of  law  have  by 
no  means  given  us  complete  indemnification. 
We  truft,  however,  there  is  ftill  fo  much  juf¬ 
tice  in  the  nation,  that  our  reprefentatives 
will,  on  cooler  refle&ion,  do  for  us  what  was 
done  for  the  fufferers  by  the  riots  in  1780, 

and 
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and  punifh  thofe  who  may  be  proved  to  have 
been  chargeable  with  a  negledl  of  duty. 

It  will  be  proper  in  this  Preface  to  give 
fome  account  of  Mr.  Ruffe  IPs  Letter  to  me, 
which  is  fubjoined  to  this  part  of  my  Appeal, 
and  of  thofe  articles  in  the  Appendix  which  are 
not  mentioned  in  the  courfe  of  it. 

Mr.  Ruffell  thought  himfelf  at  one  time 
particularly  called  upon  to  vindicate  himfelf 
and  his  brethren  from  the  accufation  of  the 
High  Church  party  in  the  reply  of  Mr.  Burn, 
efpecially  as  he  knew  that  I  wifhed  to  decline 
writing  any  more  on  the  fubject  But  find¬ 
ing  that  this  was  impofible,  I  defired  him  to 
throw  fome  part  of  what  he  had  written, 
(containing  fuch  particulars  as  he  was  bed: 
able  to  fpeak  to)  into  the  form  of  a  Letter  t& 
me,  to  be  fubjoined  to  my  work.  And  I 
think  myfelf  happy  in  this,  and  in  every 
opportunity  of  appearing  in  company  with 
a  man  to  whom  I  owe  fo  much,  in  whofe 
fociety  I  have  had  fo  much  true  enjoyment, 
from  the  mutual  communication  of  fimilar 
fentiments  ;  and  whole  feparation  from  me  I 
confider  as  one  of  the  rnoft  unpleafant  con- 
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fequences  of  the  riot.  But  we  are  all  at  the 
difpofal  of  one  who  knows  where  to  place  us 
better  than  we  do  ourfelves. 

Having,  in  my  former  Appendix,  given, 
feveral  Addreffes  to  me,  thofe  who  were 
pleafed  with  them  will  not  be  difpleafed  to 
fee  added  to  them  that  from  the  Dijfenters 
and  Delegates  of  the  Dijfenters  in  England  to 
the  fufferers  in  the  Birmingham  riots ,  with  the 
Anfwer.  In  the  Gentleman’s  Magazine  there 
were  feveral  fneers  at  me  on  account  of  there 
being  no  Addrefs  to  me  from  any  Diffenters 
in  London ;  and  it  was  infinuated  that  no 
fuch  thing  having  taken  place,  the  Diffenters 
-  in  general  were  far  from  approving  my  con¬ 
duit,  or  condoling  with  me  on  the  occafion. 
This  Addrefs,  being  a  full  anfwer  to  thofe 
infinuations,  was  fent  by  a  friend  of  mine  to 
the  printer  of  the  Magazine,  but  it  was  nei¬ 
ther  inferted,  nor  any  notice  taken  of  its  be¬ 
ing  fent.  I  hope  Mr.  Nichols  will  not  in 
future  pretend  to  impartiality  in  his  conduit 
of  that  work.  I  could  not  have  a  ftronger 
teflimony  to  the  propriety  of  my  general  con¬ 
duit  as  a  Diffenter  than  this  Addrefs,  and  the 
anfwer;  and  it  is  a  particular  fatisfaition  to 

me, 
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me,  that  all  the  denominations  of  Diffenters 
concurred  in  it. 

I  ought  alfo  to  obferve  (and  the  remem¬ 
brance  of  it  will  give  me  pleafure  as  long  as 
I  live)  that  the  firft  congregation  to  which 
I  preached  after  the  riot  was  one  of  Cal- 
viniftic  Baptifts  at  Amerfham,  and  at  the 
unanimous  requeft  of  the  minifter  and  people. 
The  Sunday  following  I  had  invitations  to 
preach  to  two  other  Calviniftic  congregations. 
One  good  effeft  of  the  riot  has  been  to  pro¬ 
mote  this  liberal  fpirit,  fo  becoming  all  deno¬ 
minations  of  Chriftians.  Though  we  differ 
in  many  things,  and  lay  fuitable  ftrefs  on  thofe 
points  of  difference,  we  are  fenfible  that  the 
articles  about  which  we  are  all  agreed  are  of 
infinitely  more  moment ;  and  on  thefe  I  can 
with  pleafure  enlarge,  without  hurting  the 
feelings  of  any  Chriftian  whatever. 

No.  XIV.  will  fhew  how  far  Mr.  Burn’s 
affertion  concerning  the  caufe  of  Mr.  Curtis’s 
declining  to  attend  a  funeral  in  company  with 
Mr.  Scholefield  only  left  he  fhould  afterwards 
do  the  fame  with  me,  is  from  the  truth.  Now 
that  I  have  left  them  the  fame  low  bigotry 
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continues,  and  is  openly  avowed  by  them* 
And  No.  XIII.  will  fliow  the  extreme  malig¬ 
nity  of  fome  of  the  High  Church  party  fince 
the  riot. 

The  account  from  Stourbridge,  No.  XIX. 
fhows  that  the  fame  illiberal  fpirit  of  the  High 
Church  party  extended  to  the  neighbourhood  of 
Birmingham,  and  exifted  there  long  before  my 
coming  among  them,  and  alfo  its  continuance 
and  increaie  fince  that  time.  The  fpirited  and 
excellent  publications  of  Mr.  Field  fhew  that 
the  fame  defpicable  fpirit  prevails  at  Warwick; 
and  I  doubt  not  every  other  town  in  that 
neighbourhood  could  furnifh  a  fimilar  hif- 
tory;  fo  effectually  have  the  clergy  infufed 
their  own  fpirit  into  the  members  of  their 
church;  and  nothing  furely  can  be  more  dis¬ 
graceful  in  this  enlightened  age.  The  bigotry 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  was  never 
treater,  or  more  intolerant,  than  that  of  the 
clergy  of  the  church  of  England  in  that  part 
of  this  proteftant  country,  and  all  bigotry  is 
founded  in  ignorance.  Their  narrow  educa¬ 
tion,  and  other  circumftances,  eafily  account 
for  the  whole. 


The  letter  relating  to  the  deftruction  of 
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my  library,  was  written  by  a  perfon  who  I 
had  heard  was  on  the  fpot,  and  I  imagined 
had  been  prefent  at  the  beginning  of  it,  hav¬ 
ing,  though  a  member  of  the  church  of  Eng¬ 
land,  gone  thither  to  fave  what  he  could  of 
my  property,  and  efpecially  my  books  and 
manufcripts.  This  letter  furnifees  the  mod 
unexceptionable  evidence  of  the  favage  and 
brutal  fury  with  which  thofe  worfe  than 

mr 

Goths  and  Vandals  were  inftigated  to  deftroy 
every  thing  belonging  to  me. 

Mr.  Carpenter’s  letter  will  exhibit  a  fpeci- 
men  of  the  fufferings  of  thofe  whofe  names 
do  not  appear  in  any  lift  of  fufferers.  I  wife 
that  more  fuch  accounts  may  be  collected  be¬ 
fore  the  particulars  be  forgotten.  As  yet  this 
country  has  but  an  imperfect  idea  of  the  mag¬ 
nitude  and  extent  of  this  mifchief.  In  due 
time  I  hope  that  all  the  world  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  feeing  it ;  and  let  our  enemies 
indulge  themfelves  in  the  contemplation  of  it 
if  they  feel  themfelves  fo  difpofed.  I  hope  it 
will  be  the  laft  gratification  that  they  will 
have  of  the  kind.  Indeed,  their  wrath  is  as 
great,  as  if  they  knew  that  their  time  was  fhort , 

Rev. 
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Rev.  xii.  12.  This  violence  will  only  preci¬ 
pitate  their  ruin. 

r 

Their  bed:  policy  would  be  moderation,  and 
a  hearty  concurrence  in  the  repeal  of  the  im¬ 
politic  Corporation  and  Ted  A£ts,  which  I 
hope  no  Diflenter  will  ever  trouble  the  coun¬ 
try  with  petitioning  for  any  more.  I  never 
propofed  any  application  to  the  legiflature  for 
that  purpofe,  and  I  truft  all  the  Diflenters 
will  now  feel  as  Paul  did  when  he  had  been 
unjuftly  imprifoned.  Let  the  country  do 
away  its  own  dilgrace,  and  provide  for  its 
own  greater  fecurity,  by  doing  us  juftice. 

Poderity  will  judge  between  us  and  the  High 
Church  clergy  of  this  kingdom,  not  only  who 
have  been  the  bed  friends  of  the  liberties  and 
true  intereds  of  the  country,  but  even  of  the 
reigning  family.  It  was  the  fulfome  flattery, 
and  abje<d  principles  of  the  clergy  that  chiefly 
contributed  to  precipitate  the  Stuarts  to  their 
ruin,  and  they  are  aiding  the  fame  part  at 
prefent.  They  taught  Charles  II.  to  behave 
with  the  mod  indecent  ingratitude  and  trea¬ 
chery  to  the  Preibyterians,  who  were  the 

true 
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true  authors  of  his  reftoration,  and  they  are 
didating  the  fame  ingratitude  to  the  prefen t 
reigning  family,  to  which  the  Diflenters  have 
ever  been  mod  zealoudy  attached,  while  the 
clergy  were  almoft  univerfally  difaffeded. 

Thefe  are  fads  that  lie  on  the  very  furface 
of  the  Englifh  Hiftory,  and  yet  the  clergy 
have  the  affurance  to  charge  us  with  difaf- 
fedion.  If  there  be  any  difpofition  towards 
it,  it  is  what  their  violence  and  injuftice  have 
driven  us  to.  There  are  others,  we  truft, 
who  can  better  diftinguifh  the  Jrgns  of  the 
times  than  they,  and  who  will  not  a^ain 
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facrifice  the  interefts  of  the  nation,  and  the 
conditution  itfelf,  to  their  bigotry,  avarice, 
and  ambition. 

Many  of  the  fads  introduced  into  this  part 
of  my  Appeal  will  be  found  to  be  the  fame 
with  thofe  that  are  mentioned,  and  Ipiritedly 
remarked  upon,  by  Mr.  Edwards,  in  his  Let¬ 
ters  to  the  Britijh  nation ,  as  well  as  alleged  by 
Mr.  Whitbread  and  others  in  the  Houfe  of 
Commons.  In  reality  we  had  no  other  than 
the  fame  authorities.  I  fhould  not,  however, 
have  thought  it  neceflary  to  have  made  fo 
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many  of  the  fame  obfervations  with  Mr.  Ed¬ 
wards,  if  this  part  of  my  Appeal  had  not  been 
printed  before  I  faw  his  laft  Number.  I  ear- 
neftly  recommend  this  laft  Number  of  his 
Letters,  as  containing  feveral  more  particulars 
than  had  come  to  my  knowledge. 

I  cannot  omit  this  opportunity  of  congra¬ 
tulating  my  late  congregation  on  the  acqui- 
fition  of  two  fuch  valuable  mini  tiers  as  Mr. 
Edwards  and  Mr.  Jones,  whofe  firft  and 
truly  excellent  difcourfe  to  them  is  now  be¬ 
fore  the  public.  They  have,  in  a  great  mea- 
fure,  verified  my  prediction,  in  my  Letter  to 
the  Inhabitants  of  Birmingham $  and  the  in- 
creafing  numbers  and  fpirit  of  the  Unitarian 
Diffenters  in  that  town  muft  have  already  con¬ 
vinced  the  bigoted  High  Church  party  there, 
that  they  have  been  far  from  gaining  any  thing 
by  the  riot,  or  by  my  expulfion  from  the 
place.  Such  has  ever  been,  and  fuch,  from, 
the  nature  of  things,  muft  always  be,  the  ef¬ 
fect  of  intolerance  and  perfecution.  But  bigotry 
will  neither  read  nor  reflect,  fo  that  to  this 
daemon,  equally  furious  and  blind,  the  in- 
ftrudtive  page  of  hiftory  is  unfolded  in  vain. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Burn  charges  the  Unitarians,  p.  102, 
with  66  inviting  the  aid  of  perfecution.”  If 
we  have  given  the  invitation,  the  High 
Church  party  at  Birmingham  have  been  as 
ready  to  give  as  we  to  alk,  and  have  thereby 
given  us  the  affiftance  that  we  found  we 
wanted.  And  though  Mr.  Burn  fays,  as  a 
proof  that  I  have  not  been  perfecuted. ,  that 
6<  I  have  not  fuffered  as  a  Chriftian  ”  my 
cafe  is  fo  far  common  with  thofe  who  are 
ufually  termed  P  rot  eft  ant  Martyrs  in  the  reign 
of  queen  Mary,  in  this  country,  and  of  Phi¬ 
lip  II.  and  Louis  XIV.  abroad :  for  none 
of  them  fuftered  as  Chriftians.  We  have  this, 
however,  in  common  with  the  proper  Chrif- 
tian  martyrs,  that  we  equally  fuffer  for  con¬ 
ference  fake.  “  Much  lefs,”  adds  Mr.  Burn, 
46  has  it  been  made  to  appear  that  the 
“  clergy  were  acceffory  to  his  misfortune.’* 
When  I  wrote  the  former  part  of  this  Ap¬ 
peal,  I  did  not  confider  them  as  acceflory  to 
it,  but  now,  in  a  certain  fenfe,  I  do  fo ;  and 
they  are  called  upon  either  to  vindicate 
themfelves,  or  to  bear  the  imputation  ;  and 
they  will,  no  doubt,  do  that  which  they  will 
find  the  eafieft  to  them.  If  it  be  true,  as  they 
now  pretend,  that  they  lament  the  riot  in 
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Birmingham  (which  the  total  failure  of  their 
objeft  may  now  perhaps  lead  them  to  do) 

•  * *  w 

numbers  of  their  brethren  in  many  parts  of 
England  do  not.  I  could  enlarge  greatly  in 
my  evidence  of  this,  if  it  were  prudent  fo  to  do. 
No  other  event  in  modern  times  has  fhown  fo 
decifively  what  fpirit  the  High  Church  clergy 
of  this  country  are  really  of.  It  is  the  fpirit  of 
church  eftablifhments  uiiiverfally,  and  truly 
Anti-  Chrijiian ♦ 

I  deferred  the  printing,  and  after  that  the 
publication,  of  this  work,  which  was  com- 
pofed  in  Auguft,  with  a  view  to  give  my 

readers  an  account  of  the  complete  termina¬ 
tion  of  every  thing  relating  to  the  riot  in  Bir¬ 
mingham  ;  hoping  that  the  very  inadequate 
eompenfation  that  was  awarded  us  would  have 
been  paid  at  leaft  before  this  time.  But  find^ 
ing  this  to  be  ftill  delayed,  and  that  there  is  no 
near  profpefl  of  the  bufinefs  being  difpatched, 
though  the  term  fixed  by  the  law  for  this  pur- 
pofe  is  expired,  (it  being  now  nearly  a  year  and 
a  half  fince  the  difafter,  and  eight  months 
lince  the  caule  was  heard)  and  many  of  my 
friends  and  my  enemies  too  call  for  the  work,  1 
have  confented  to  withhold  it  no  longer. 

c  I  (halt 
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I  (hall  clofe  this  preface  with  repeating 
what  I  have  obferved  more  than  once  in  the 
courfe  of  the  work,  viz.  that  depending,  as  I 
neceffarily  muft,  on  the  information  of  others, 
with  refpedt  to  the  faffs  introduced,  or  al¬ 
luded  to,  in  it,  it  is  very  poffible  that  I  may 
have  been  milled.  But  I  wifh  to  give  our 
adverfaries  an  opportunity  of  exculpating 
themfelves,  if  they  can,  from  the  charges 
brought  againft  them  ;  and  certainly  they  are 
under  obligation  to  me  on  this  account ;  it 
being  always  an  advantage  to  know  what  our 
adverfaries  fay,  and  believe,  concerning  us, 
as  we  may  then  either  defend  ourfelves,  or 
negledt  the  accufation,  as  we  think  proper, 

Claitok,  Jan,  i,  1793. 
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PART  II. 


SECTION  L 

Introduction,  and  of  the  exaggerated  Charges  in  Mr* 

Barn's  Reply* 

I  DO  not  remember  that  I  ever  entered 
upon  any  compolition  with  fo  much  rebalance 
as  I  do  upon  this,  though  not  in  the  lead  from 
any  apprehenfion  of  not  being  able  to  acquit  my~ 
felf  to  my  own  fatisfa&ion  in  it.  Indeed,  in  this 
refpecT,  no  talk  ever  appeared  to  me  more  eafy  and 
inviting,  as  I  dare  fay  my  impartial  readers  (and 
fome  fuch  I  hope  to  find)  will  be  fufficiently  con¬ 
vinced  as  I  proceed.  But  I  wifh  to  look  back  as 
little  as  poflible  to  an  unpleafant  fcene,  excepting  in 
fuch  a  manner  as  to  derive  benefit  from  my  reflec¬ 
tions  upon  it.  Being,  however,  loudly  called  upon 
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by  the  clergy  of  Birmingham,  who  have  employed 
the  pen  of  Mr.  Burn,  and  who  fandtion  his  per¬ 
formance,  I  find  myfelf  under  a  neteflity  of  vindi¬ 
cating  what  I  advanced  in  my  appeal  On  the  fubjedt 
of  the  riots  in  that  town. 

I  long  entertained  hopes  that  this  might  be 
unnecefiary,  on  account  of  the  candour  with  which 
my  Appeal  was  written;  and,  circumftanced  as  I 
%vas,  it  would  naturally  be  concluded,  that  I  would 
be  as  guarded  as  pofiible  with  refpedt  to  all  the  fadts 
that  I  had  occafion  to  introduce ;  and  as  I  had  no 
Vindictive  feelings,  I  imagined  that,  eonfidering 
what  I  had  fuffered  (more  in  fome  refpedts  than 
moft  perfons  now  living  could  be  made  to  fuller )  I 
wrote  in  fuch  a  manner  as  my  enemies  themfelves 
would  think  to  be  temperate.  And,  indeed,  I  have 
the  fatisfadtion  to  find,  that  not  only  my  particular 
friends,  but  rtiany  who  were  not  previoufly  difpofed 
to  be  my  friends,  thought  that  the  temper  with 
which  I  wrote  was  not  unbecoming  a  Chriftian; 
Notwithstanding  this,  the  clergy  of  Birmingham  ex- 
prefs  a  very  different  idea  of  my  performance,,  and 
it  is  on  nothing  but  an  appeal'to  f&tts  that  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  what  I  advanced  before,  and  of  what  I  fhall 
now  advance  in  defence  of  it,  muft  depend. 

What  I  have  had  moft  occafion  to  complain  of, 
ever  fince  my  writings  have  drawn  any  degree  of 
attention  upon  me,  has  been  unfounded  calumny* 
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Handers  of  the  molt  malignant  nature,  of  which  no 
evidence  could  be  produced,  but  to  which  confident 
afiertion  procured  credit.  One  of  thefe,  refpedting 
my  converting  Silas  Dean  to  atheifm,  is  acknow¬ 
ledged  in  this  Reply  to  my  Appeal.  That  ftories 
grow  by  palling  from  one  hand  to  another,  and  that 
by  this  means  mere  fuppofitions  come  to  be  confi- 
dered  as  undoubted  fafts,  is  not  uncommon;  and  it 
is  not  eafy  to  afcertain  the  degree  of  guilt  in  any  of 
the  relaters.  But  to  be  charged  with  afTerting  the 
very  contrary  of  what  a  writer  does  affert,  and  in 
the  very  publication  replied  to  (which  is  of  courfe 
immediately  under  the  eye  of  the  perfon  who 
profefledly  replies  to  it)  is  much  more  extraor¬ 
dinary,  as  it  argues  fuch  a  force  of  prejudice  as 
the  evidence  of  a  man’s  own  fenfes  will  not  re¬ 
move  ;  and  there  are  more,  and  more  finking,  in- 
fiances  of  this  violent  prejudice  in  Mr.  Burn’s  reply 
to  my  Appeal,  than  I  have  feen  in  any  piece  of  con- 
troverfial  writing  whatever.  If  he  ever  had  read 
my  work,  he  had  quite  forgotten  the  contents  of  it 
at  the  time  of  his  writing,  and  could  never  have 
compared  the  two  together.  I  fhall,  therefore,  do 
k  for  him,  and  let  the  reader  judge  between  us. 

Mr.  Burn  fays,  p.  41,  the  great  object  in  the 
narrative  part  of  my  work  was  “  to  criminate  the 
iC  clergy/’  and  that  I  moil  evidently  do  this,  p.  3, 

“  without  difcrimination.”  Now  I  do  not  know’ 
how  it  was  poffible  for  me  to  difcriminate  more 
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exprefsly  than  I  have  done  in  the  account  that  I  gave 
of  the  conduct  of  the  clergy  ;  calling  fome  of  them 
my  friends ,  engaged  in  the  fame  caufe ,  Preface,  p.  xxiii. 
and  even  acknowledging,  p.  68,  that  fome  of  them 
were  cc  among  the  firft  to  afford  me  fubflantial  affift- 
<c  ance.”  If,  therefore,  I  had  any  where  cenfured 
the  clergy  in  general,  it  ought  to  have  been  under- 
ftood  with  this  limitation,  which  had  been  fufficiently 
expreffed  before.  But  I  think  it  will  be  found  that 
every  feparate  paffage,  if  the  fcope  of  it  be  attended 
to,  is  fufficiently  guarded,  and  conveys  no  cenfure 
on  the  clergy  as  a  body,  but  only  on  certain  deferip- 
tions  of  them.  Mr.  Burn  ffiould,  at  leaft,  have 
quoted  fome  paffage  in  which  this  cenfure  feems  to 
be  general,  and  unqualified ;  but  he  does  no  fuch 
thing,  contenting  himfelf  with  afferting  it,  without 
producing  any  evidence  of  it  at  all. 

i 

The  picture  that  he  reprefents  me  as  having  given 
of  the  clergy  of  Birmingham  in  particular,  has  no 
exiflence  but  in  his  own  imagination,  which,  with 
refpect  to  exaggerated  charges,  is  fufficiently  fruitful. 
<c  Dr.  Prieftley’s  account  of  the  clergy,  &c.”  he 
fays,  p.  47,  “  is  of  that  kind  which  makes  the  Worft 
<c  things  he  can  fay  of  them  probable.  The  idea  of 
€C  the  prefent  clergy  of  Birmingham/'  p.  x.  cf  will 
“  but  exhibit  the  deteifed  image  of  a  junto  degraded 
<c  by  their  vices  from  the  rank  not  of  miniflers 
Cf  merely,  but  even  of  men.  Either  the  clergy  of 
<(  Birmingham/'  p.  17,  4 c  have  forfeited  their  rank 
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«  in  fociety,  and  their  claim  on  its  prote&ion,  or 
<f  Dr.  Prieftley  has,  in  the  face  of  his  country,  in- 
<f  curred  the  guilt  of  accufing  the  innocent,  on  the 

ground  of  invented  fa£ts,  and  of  giving  plauftbi- 
c<  lity  to  the  compofttion,  by  the  affehtation  of  can- 
fc  dour  and  chriftian  meeknefs.  It  is  not  permit- 
“  ted,”  p.  ioi,  “  to  the  clergy  of  Birmingham, 

“  thus  pubiickly  arraigned,  or  the  abettors  of  the 
<c  late  riots,  to  throw  in  their  mite  of  concern  at  the 
“  outrages  that  have  been  committed  on  property, 

“  on  the  feelings  of  individuals,  on  general  fcience, 

“  and  on  the  plaineft  dilates  of  humanity.  Thefe 
fC  are  interefts  in  which,  if  our  accufer  may  be  cre- 
cc  dited,  we  can  feel  no  concern.  It  feems,  in  the 
<f  opinion  of  Dr.  Prieftley,  that  to  be,  and  to  aft, 

<c  as  a  man  of  principle  in  the  eftablifhed  church, 

<c  deprives  a  man,  by  a  kind  of  profeflional  necef- 
<c  fity,  of  every  claim  to  the  character  of  humanity, 
cc  and  levels  him  at  once  to  the  condition  of  a 
“  brute.” 

Now  this  frightful  idea  of  the  clergy  of  Birming¬ 
ham  is  as  far  from  having  any  countenance  in  my 
Appeal ,  as  it  is  from  my  thoughts.  I  never  had, 
or  exprefted,  any  worfe  idea  of  them  than  that 
fome  of  them  were  bigots ;  and  there  are  many  very 
hone  ft  and  worthy  men,  of  whom  it  cannot  be  de¬ 
nied  that  they  are  fo :  i.  e.  perfons  who  are  fo  fully 
perfuaded,  though  without  reafon,  of  the  truth  of 
their  own  principles,  that  they  think  much  too  ill 
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of  thofe  of  others,  and  are  thereby  led  to  fupport 
their  principles  by  methods  which  cannot  be juftified. 

Wjth  refpecft  to  the  riot,  the  worft  that  I  ever 
thought,  or  exprefted,  concerning  the  clergy  of 
Birmingham,  was  that  fome  of  them  had  repre- 
fented  the  DifTenters  in  general,  and  myfelf  in  par¬ 
ticular,  in  fuch  a  light,  as,  confidering  the  pre- 
vious  ftate  of  men’s  minds  in  that  part  of  the 
country,  could  not  but  tend  to  inflame  them  againft 
us,  and  prepare  them,  though  unintended  by  them- 
felves,  for  the  outrages  that  were  committed  after¬ 
yards  ;  and  of  this  I  fhall  preiently  produce  ample 
proof.  If  I  have  faid  any  thing  more  than  this,  let 
my  words  be  quoted,  and  their  fenfe  afcertained. 
But  all  that  the  reader  has  yet  leen  in  the  above  ex¬ 
tracts  are  the  words  of  Mr.  Burn,  and  not  mine. 

Mr.  Burn,  however,  fays,  p.  124,  Cf  the  blame 
cc  muft,  as  ufual,  fall  upon  perfons  of  better  condi- 
“  tion,  and  among  thefe  the  clergy  mu  ft  of  courfe 
be  regarded  as  principals  in  the  guilt  of  the 
“  above  horrid  tranfadtions.”  But  what  is  ftill 
more  unaccountable  than  this,  he  fays,  p.  xiii. 
<c  he  has  commenced  a  regular  attack  upon  four 
cc  clergymen  by  name,  whom  he  accufes,  by  the 
<c  moft  direct  implication,  as  having  been  the  chief 
<c  movers  of  the  popular  tumult  and  outrage,  as 
<c  incendiaries,  and  pillagers  of  houfes,  &c.  &c.  If 
die  clergy,”  he  fays,  p.  ix.  “  whofe  names  have 
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«  been  brought  forwards  on  this  occafion  really  are, 
fc  or  fhould  even  be  fufpedled  to  be,  the  wretches 
which  Dr.  Prieftley  reprefents  them,  their  guilt 
muft  form  an  anomaly  in  the  hiftory  of  crimps. 

Now  I  have  been  far  from  accufing  ahy  clergy¬ 
men  whatever  as  principals  in  promoting  the  riot ; 
and  what  Mr.  Burn  can  mean  by  faying  that  I  have 
*c  .commenced  an  attack  upon  four  clergymen  by 
f<  name,”  I  am  utterly  unable  to  guefs.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  have  mentioned  four  of  the  clergy  in 
any  view,  and  certainly  not  as  promoters  of  the 
riot;  and  yet  two  of  them,  Mr.  Curtis  and  Mr. 
Madan,  make  a  feparate  defence  of  their  conduft, 
as  if  they  had  been  formally  arraigned.  It  is  eafy 
to  aniwer  accufations  invented  on  purpofe  to  be  an- 
fwered;  but  of  what  confequence  is  this,  except  to 
thofe  who  are  impofed  upon  by  die  exaggerated  and 
falfe  reprefentation,  receding  blame  upon  the  ac- 
eufer,  inftead  of  anfwering  the  proper  accufation  ? 
Jn  all  that  I  have  quoted  from  Mr.  Burn,  he  has 
only  added  to  that  calumny  with  which  I  have  been 
already  fufficiently  loaded,  and  I  publicly  call  upon 
him  to  vindicate  himfelf  from  this  charge. 

I  muft,  however,  acknowledge  that  Mr.  Burn’s 
reply  to  my  Appeal,  confidered  as  written  with 
their  concurrence,  gives  me  a  much  worfe  opinion 
of  the  clergy  of  Birmingham  than  I  was  difpofed  to 
entertain  before.  It  bears  too  evident  marks  of  real 
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malignity.  It  fhews  the  unrelenting  temper  of  thofe 
who  have  done  an  injury;  and  on  the  whole,  if  I 
had  my  choice  of  the  two  (harlh  as  is  the  cenfure 
implied  in  what  I  am  going  to  fay),  I  had  rather  go 
out  of  the  world  with  the  difpofition  of  the  brutal 
but  ignorant  rioters,  than  with  theirs. 

It  is  equally  untrue,  and  unjuft,  in  Mr.  Burn  to 
infinuate,  p.  iv.  that  I  reprefented  Mr.  Madan  as 
“  an  unprincipled  favage in  confequence  of  which 
fome  perfons,  he  fays,  cc  having  conceived  this  idea 
<c  of  him,  were  aftonifhed  when  they  were  allured, 
cc  that  the  urbanity  of  his  manners,  and  the  bene- 
tc  volence  of  his  character,  rendered  him  univer- 
“  fally  refpected.”  For  certainly,  this  is  the  very 
idea  that  I  myfelf  have  given  of  Mr,  Madan  in  my 
Familiar  Letters ;  and  my  obfervation  on  it  is,  that 
if  fuch  men  as  he  can  be  fo  inveterate  an  enemy  to 
the  Diftenters,  where  are  we  to  look  for  candour, 
or  juftice  ?  For  any  thing  that  appears  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  Bonner  and  Gardiner  might  be  polite*  and 
even  good-natured  men, 

Mr.  Burn  feems  to  have  imagined  that  my  idea 
of  himfelf  and  his  brethren  is  fuch  as  he  has  con¬ 
ceived  of  me,  and  this  is  Ihocking  enough.  But,  ill 
as  I  have  been  ufed,  I  think  much  better  of  them, 
and  even  of  the  rioters  themfelves.  In  my  next 
fe&ion  I  Ihall  inform  my  reader  what  that  idea  is, 
and  for  this  I  Ihall  not,  like  him,  produce  a  pi&ure 

from 


9 


On  the  Riots  in  Birmingham . 

from  my  own  imagination,  but  quote  his  own  words. 

It  is  not  a  little  remarkable  that,  though  Mr.  Bum 
profeffes  to  write  an  anfwer  to  my  Appeal,  he  ex- 
prefsly  quotes  veiy  little  of  it,  but  replies  to 
fomething  which  he  gives  his  reader  to  underhand 
is  contained  in  it,  but  which  it  will  be  in  vain  for 
him  to  look  for  there.  Many,  however,  will  read 
his  Reply  who  will  neither  read  my  Appeal,  nor  this 
defence  of  it;  and  with  fuch  readers  his  method  of 
writing  will  aniwer  well  enough.  This  is  not  the 
way  in  which  I  treat  Mr.  Burn,  or  any  of  my  oppo¬ 
nents.  Whether  my  replies  be  fufficient  or  not,  at 
leaft  I  let  my  reader  fee  what  it  is  that  I  reply  to, 
and  in  their  own  words.  Of  this  fair  method  this 
defence  of  my  Appeal  will  be  a  fpecimen. 

When  Mr.  Burn  fays,  p.  34,  that  in  his  Reply  to 
my  Letters  to  him  he  anlwered  my  argument s>  but 
paffed  by  the  abuje,  he  quotes  nothing,  but  leaves 
his  reader  to  fuppofe  that  I  had  written  fomething 
that  might  be  termed  abuje .  I  wiffi  his  readers 
would  look  into  thofe  Letters.  They  will  be  much 
at  a  lofs  to  conjecture  what  it  is  that  Mr.  Burn  meant 
to  reprefent  in  that  light.  But  I  fuppofe  that  any 
thing  that  gives  pain,  from  the  difficulty  of  anfwer- 
ing  it,  Mr.  Burn  will  call  abuje ,  as  a  libel  is  faid  to 
be  no  lefs  a  libel,  though  it  be  ever  fo  true. 

■  1 

In  that  work  of  his  to  which  my  Letters  were  an 
ianfwer,  he  thought  himfelf  at  liberty  to  give  the 
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moft  unfavourable  idea  of  my  fentiments,  evidently 
calculated  to  excite  the  refentment  of  his  readers 
againft  me,  afcribing  to  me  the  worft  defigns,  as 
v/dl  as  the  grofteft  miftakes^  and  yet  in  him  this 
mull  not  be  termed  abufe.  Though  my  only  ob- 
je6t  in  every  thing  that  I  wrote  about  the  perfon  ot 
Chrift  was  to  afcertain  what  the  teftimony  of  the 
apoftles  concerning  him  really  was,  and  I  conftantly 
appealed  to  their  teftimony  as  decifive,  he  ftrangely 
reprefented  me  as  denying  the  infallibility  of  their 
teftimony,  which  he  undertook  to  defend  againft  me  5 
and  with  as  little  pretence,  though  it  ferved  to  excite 
an  alarm  at  my  principles,  he  defer ibed  them  a§ 
leading  to  all  vice  and  wickednefs.  But  there  are 
readers  with  whom  any  reprefentations  from  a  cler¬ 
gyman,  in  fuch  a  caufe?  will  have  weight, 

Abufive  as  Mr.  Burn  reprefents  my  polemical 
writings  to  be*  I  have  never  yet  charged  any  of  my 
opponents  with  bad  intentions,  or  queftioned  the 
goodnefs  of  their  underftandings  j  but  I  have  always 
imputed  their  miftakes  to  prejudice ,  the  effeft  of 
early  imprefiions:  and  if  my  own  opinion,  as  I  muft 
fuppofe,  be  right,  and  coniequently  thole  of  my  op¬ 
ponents  be  wrong,  what  lefs  ofFenfive  hypothefis 
could  I  frame  for  it  ? 

One  would  think  that  Mr.  Burn  had  never  read 
my  Appeal,  to  which  he  profefles  to  reply,  all  his 
charges  are  fo  totally  void  of  truth,  or  fo  ftiamefully 
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exaggerated.  Speaking  of  my  obfervations  on  the 
addrefs  to  the  rioters  as  friends  and  fellow -churchmen , 
he  calls  it,  p.  63,  cf  a  tranfaftion  molt  fhamefully 
e(  reprefented  by  the  authors  and  that,  in  confequence 
,  “  of  the  impofition  contained  in  Dr.  Prieltley’s  ftate- 
■  c  ment,  this  tranfaftion  was  brought  forward  in  par- 
“  liament.”  <c  It  is  remarkable,”  he  fays,  p.  65, 
<c  that  the  obvious  policy  of  feeming  to  coincide  in 
cc  fentiment  with  a  mob,  for  the  purpofe  of  influenc- 
cc  ing  their  opinions,  and  controlling  their  conduct, 
<c  fhould  have  been  abtually  conltrued  into  a  real 
u  defign  of  promoting  and  inflaming  their  vio- 
‘c  lence.”  After  calling  the  rioters  the  Jynagogue  of 
Satan ,  he  fays,  p.  69,  “  If  there  be  any  thing 
«  doubtful  remaining,  it  muft  appear  to  every  im- 
fC  partial  obferver,  to  be  the  integrity  of  that  man’s 
“  motives,  who  can  thus,  to  anfwer  a  purpofe,  make 
cc  churchmen  of  rioters,  and  in  the  lame  breath  too 
“  in  which  he  declares  it  to  be  queftionable  whe- 
“  ther  luch  mifcreants  can  be  faid  to  be  of  any 
“  church.” 

Now  all  that  I  have  made  of  this  circumftance 
was  to  ihew  that  the  rioters  were  confidered  as 
churchmen,  and  that  their  object  was  the  deftruc- 
tion  of  Diflenters.  I  believe,  indeed,  and  I  fhall 
prove,  that  there  was  pofitive  encouragement  given 
to  the  rioters  by  churchmen  of  better  condition, 
but  I  do  not  fay  that  their  defign  in  this  particular 
4  part 
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part  of  their  condud  was  to  promote  and  inflame"] 
their  violence.  Certainly,  however,  to  addrefs  them 
without  giving  any  intimation  that  what  they  had 
hitherto  done  was  wrong,  was  not  likely  to  prevent 
their  proceeding  farther. 


SECTION  II. 

Of  Mr .  Burn's  Accufation  of  me ,  and  his  challenging 

me  to  defend  my f elf. 


Let  us  now  fee  what  kind  of  language 
Mr.  Burn  makes  ufe  of  in  his  Reply  to  my  Ap¬ 
peal,  which  he  will,  no  doubt,  fay  contains  nothing 
that  can  properly  be  termed  ahufe . 


Speaking  of  what  I  fay  of  the  clergy  of  Bir¬ 
mingham,  he  calls  it,  p.  99,  cc  a  malignant  hypo- 
“  thefts.”  In  p.  84,  he  fpeaks  of  “  the  unequalled 
4f  malignity  and  injuftice  of  my  reprefentations.” 
He  calls  the  language  I  hold  with  refped  to  my 
enemies,  p.  xv.  <c  the  moft  complete  infolence, 
<c  and  abufe,  that  malignity  itfelf  could  have  fug- 
gefted.”  According  to  him,  p.  100,  I  am  cc  an 
<c  accufer  of  the  innocent,  not  merely  without  fuf- 
“  ficient  evidence,  but  in  open  defiance  of  the 
fC  moft  palpable  and  uniform  feries  of  fads.”  Of 

my 
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my  Letter  to  the  Inhabitants  of  Birmingham ,  he  fays, 
p.  39,  c<  it  was  as  great  an  outrage  upon  charac- 
“  ter,  as  the  condud  of  the  rioters  was  upon  pro- 
<c  perty.” 

One  of  the  moft  curious  infinuations  of  Mr.  Bum 
is  his  reprefenting  me  as  fo  overbearing,  that  it  was 
an  offence,  p.  77,  in  the  clergy  of  Birmingham  to 
think  for  themfelves  without  my  permiflion.  This  is 
the  more  extraordinary,  as  he  fays,  p.  37,  <c  No 
«  man  has  done  more  than  I  have  to  invite,  and 
«  even  to  provoke  difeuflion.”  Would  I  have  done 
this,  if  the  controverting  of  my  opinions  had  been  fo 
very  offenfive  to  me  ?  But  while  Mr.  Burn  quotes 
nothing,  and  only  gives  his  own  idea  of  me,  and  of 
my  writings,  he  has  no  check  upon  him  befides  his 
own  diferetion.  I  will  venture  to  afiert,  that  all  who 
are  really  acquainted  with  me  will  fay  that  Mr. 
Burn’s  account  is  the  reverfe  of  my  charader. 

But  the  moft  injurious  of  all  Mr.  Burn’s  infinua¬ 
tions  are  thofe  by  which  he  would  give  his  readers 
to  underftand,  that  my  writings  are  calculated  to 
difturb  the  peace  of  the  country,  and  that  I  am  in¬ 
tending  fomething  more  than  the  mere  difeuflion  of 
theological  or  political  queftions.  Of  the  Preface  to 
my  Letters  to  him,  he  fays,  p.  27,  cc  it  is  written 
<c  with  more  freedom,  in  the  opinion  of  many,  than 
‘c  is  pradically  confident  with  the  intire  peace  of 

“  the  country.”  This  was  alfo  the  objed  of  the 
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Extradls  that  were  made  from  the  Preface,  which 
were  fent  to  all  the  biihops  and  members  of  the 
Houfe  of  Commons,  as  every  thing  in  that  Preface 
that  ihewed  that  my  only  objedt  was  free  and  calm  dif- 
euflion,  was  omitted,  and  the  other  paftages  were  fo 
put  together,  as  to  be  calculated  to  excite  alarm. 

With  the  fame  unfairnefs  Mr.  Burn  reprefents 
my  Letter  to  Mr .  Pitt ,  p.  21,  as  <c  menacing, 

and  infolent,  moil  unconflitutionally  infringing 
*c  upon  freedom  of  debate ;  z  perfonal  invedtive, 
<c  and  not  an  anfwer  to  arguments.  It  was,’’  he 
fays,  p.  1 9,  <f  a  fair  developement  of  what  I  would 
<c  be  at,  and  in  the  judgment  of  fober  men  marked 
ic  with  fome  degree  of  precifion  the  boundary  of 
ic  my  ambition.”  Now  as  few  men  write  more  in¬ 
telligibly  than  I  do,  it  is  very  eafy  to  fee  the  extent  of 
my  views,  in  that,  or  in  any  other  of  my  publications ; 
and  this  has  always  been  to  Hate  my  own  opinions 
on  any  fubjedl,  and  to  invite  the  fulleft  difcuffion  of 
them.  What  can  be  my  ambition ,  when  I  plead  for 
abolifhing  all  civil  eflablifhm'ents  of  religion,  as  hof- 
tile  to  the  genius  of  it,  and  a  burden  to  the  {late ; 
and  when  I  claim  nothing  for  myfelf  but  what  I 
equally  plead  for  all  perlons  without  exception  ?  Be- 
fides,  in  ail  my  propofals  for  the  reformation  of  the 
greateft  abufes,  I  exprefsly  fay  that  I  would  have  no 
man  difturbed  in  his  prefent  poffeffion,  but  that 
the  retrenchment  Ihould  affedl  the  fucceffor  only. 
Is  this  ambition  ?  Is  it  not  the  greateft  moderation  ? 

But 
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But  in  me  nothing  can  be  moderation.  It  mull  be 
ambition,  or  fomething  equally  bad. 

Perhaps  the  moft  perverfe  of  Mr.  Btirn’s  con- 
ftru&ions  of  my  writing,  is  his  inferring  from  what 
t  have  faid  of  the  French  <c  having  no  court  for  the 
nobility  and  clergy  to  look  tip  to,  and  to  depend 
ic  upon,”  that  I  confider  it,  p.  30,  “  as  the  duty  of 
<c  Englifhmen  to  renovate  this  part  of  their  confli- 
“  turion,  which  lodges  the  government  in  the 
n  hands  of  an  individual;”  that  is,  that  it  is  my 
wifh,  and  I  doubt  not,  he  would  add,  that  it  will 
be  my  endeavour,  that  there  be  no  king  in  Eng¬ 
land.  It  is  very  fortunate  for  me  that  I  never 
wrote  a  Roman  Hiilory :  for  had  I  exprefled 
any  approbation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Romans  \ 
in  banifhing  the  Tarquins,  Mr.  Burn's  inference 
of  my  antipathy  to  all  kingly  power  would  have 
been  much  flronger,  as  they  left  no  hereditary 
power  in  the  country ;  whereas  there  ftill  is  a  king 
in  France  *,  though  not  fuch  a  king  as  the  nobility 
or  clergy  can  look  up  to  for  much  emolument. 
Mr.  Burn  can  fee  no  medium,  at  kail  in  me,  be¬ 
tween  retrenching  exorbitant  powder,  and  taking  it 
away  entirely.  At  all  events,  I  mult  be  reprefented 
as  a  republican;  and  with  many  repubUcanifm  is 
fynonymous  to  every  thing  that  is  dreadful  and  de- 

*  This  was  written  before  the  revolution  of  the  ioth  of  Auguft, 
which,  in  the  circumflances  of  France,  was  a  happy  and  neceffary 
completion  of  that  of  the  14th  of  July. 

tellable. 
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tellable,  perfed  anarchy  and  confufion,  to  fay  the? 
leaft. 

It  is  generally  deemed  fair  to  interpret  particular 
expreffions  in  one  part  of  any  perfon’s  writings  by 
his  declared  fentiments  in  others  of  them.  Now  in 
my  political  writings,  which  however  are  not  nume¬ 
rous,  I  have  again  and  again  praifed  the  English 
conflitution,  as  confifling  of  the  three  ellates  of 
King,  Lords,  and  Commons.  What  candour  or 
juftice,  then,  is  there  in  fuppofing  that  I  wifh  the 
fubverfion  of  it  ?  I  thought  it  necefiary  to  premife 
thefe  obfervations,  which  demonftrate  a  dilpofition 
in  Mr.  Burn  and  the  clergy  of  Birmingham,  with 
whofe  concurrence  he  wrote,  to  put  the  world  con- 
ilrudion  on  every  thing  I  fay  or  do,  which,  if  I  may 
adopt  their  language,  is  an  outrage  on  character 
limilar  to  that  which  the  rioters  committed  on  my 
property. 

Let  us  now  come  to  the  examination  of  the  fatts 
which  I  have  advanced,  the  evidence  for  which  is  fo 
loudly  called  for  by  Mr.  Burn.  And  furely,  if  there 
be  any  thing  wrong  in  producing  this  evidence,  that 
is,  what  I  take  to  be  fuch,  the  blame  mult  lie  with 
thofe  who  called  for  it.  With  refped  to  accufationi 
unfupported  by  fads,  Mr.  Bum  expreffes  himfelf 
very  properly,  though  without  refleding  to  whom 
his  cenfure  applies.  cc  If  a  charader,”  p<  26, <f  muft 
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at  any  rate  be  defamed,  nothing  in  the  world  can 
be  fo  convenient  for  the  purpofe  of  invented  ca¬ 
lumny,  as  an  appeal  to  anonymous  report.  The 
“  introduction  cf  anonymous  report,”  p.  25,  “  whe- 
cc  ther  true  or  falfe,  into  this  lerious  argument,  is 
Cf  more  than  impertinent;  it  is  iniidious. 

Mr.  Burn’s  challenge  of  me  to  produce  authori¬ 
ties  for  what  I  have  advancea  is  fucn  as  o -.comes  a 
diligent  inquirer  after  truth,  and  one  who  would 
noMhrink  from  it.  cc  Iff’  fays  he,  p.  a 6,  “the 
doctor  would  convict  by  evidence,  we  invite  him. 
to  die  proof  of  his  charge.  Let  him,  p.  5  9> 
produce  infcances  from  the  conduft  or  the  upp^i 
cc  clafs  of  people,  whom  he  thus  gravely  accuies. 
cc  He  is,  no  doubt,  in  poiTefuon  of  the  facts.’  w  itn 
refpect  to  what  I  Lid  of  feme  of  them  being  con¬ 
cerned  in  the  infults  oriered  to  me,  he  fays,  p.  35’ 
tc  Let  him  then  come  fairly  to  tne  proor,  or  j eu 
cc  him  expunge  all  illiberal  iruinuations  rrorn.  me 
C£  lift  cf  his  charges.'’  Wnen  I  laid  that  the  cicareic 
fadts  lliew  that  there  was  more  than  remnineis  on 
the  part  of  many  perfons  ot  better  condition,  and 
that  nothing  they  did  fhewed  a  leal  disapprobation 
of  the  condudt  of  the  mob  previous  to  the  deftruc- 
tion  of  my  houfe,  Mr.  Burn  fays,  p.  67,  tc  Then 
produce  them.  On  this  fubjeci,  he  fkys,  p.  95’ 
be  explicit,  fir and  “  of  this  afferdon  he  pro- 
<c  duces  no  evidence.”  This  is  the  moft  matedal 
article  in  the  queftion  that  is  now  before  the  Pubbc, 
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arid  therefore  I  fhall  endeavour  to  do  what  Mr. 
Burn  challenges  me  to  do,  viz.  to  fupport  what  I 
have  advanced,  by  an  appeal  to  fadts, 

Mr.  Burn  infuks  me,  p.  8 1,  with  not  having 
<c  proceeded  againft  the  magiftrates  legally,  but 
contented  myfelf  with  venting  my  lpleen  in  to- 
ic  lerated  dander/'  But  the  hiftory  of  the  alfizes 
at  Worcefter  and  Warwick,  and  of  what  paffed  in 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  itfelf,  will,  I  hope,  juftify  us 
in  not  appealing  to  the  laws  of  our  country  in  fuch  a 
cafe  as  this.  Though,  however,  we  have  no  profpedt 
of  fuccefs  there f  we  lb  all  venture  to  appeal  to  a  higher 
and  more  relpedtable  tribunal,  <c  our  countrymen 
tc  in  general,”  as  Mr.  Burn  quotes  my  own  words 
in  his  motto,  cc  the  world  at  large,  and  elpecially 
ec  pofterity.” 

I  have  not,  in  my  Appeal,  faid  much  of  the 
conduct  of  the  clergy  of  Birmingham :  Mr. 
Burn,  however,  fuppofes  that  I  have ;  and  on 
that  fuppofition  he  fays,  p.  103,  “  Dr.  Prieftley 
Hands  forward  as  the  accufer  of  the  clergy  of 
*c  Birmingham,  and  he  is  now  called  upon  as  pub- 
cc  licly  by  one  of  that  body,  either  to  fubHantiate,  or 
®c  retract,  his  charge.  The  author  of  this  reply,”  he 
fays,  p.  103,  cc  will  not  fhrink  from  the  inquiry. 
fC  Fie  invites  it.  If  there  be  any  one  motive  that 
a  influences  him  more  than  another  in  this  affair, 
it  is  the  hope  that,  by  promoting  this  difcuffion, 
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cf  in  vindication  of  the  charader  of  the  innocent,  he 
cc  njay  at  the  fame  time  afUfh  Dr.  Prieftley  and* the 
cc  Public,  in  a  clear  and  full  detedion  of  the  guilty.” 

I  fli all  be  much  obliged  to  him  for  this  affiftance. 

With  refped  to  what  I  have  faid  of  the  pafTions 
of  the  lower  order  of  the  people  being  inflamed  by 
the  'preaching  of  the  clergy,  Mr.  Burn  fays,  p.  38, 
cc  We  do  aver  from  our  own  pradice,  from  the 
“  pradice  of  our  brethren  in  general,  prior  to  the 
«  late  unhappy  affair,  that  this  reprefentation  of  the 
“  condud  of  the  clergy  is  not  a  true  one.  For  the 
cc  truth  of  this  declaration  we  can  cheerfully  appeal 
cc  to  the  conftant  experience  of  our  hearers.”  1  his 
is  fufficiently  bolds  and  I  ihall  anfwer  the  challenge, 
not  by  appealing  to  Mr.  Burn’s  hearers,  but  to 
printed  documents,  fermons  preached  at  the  time, 
and  now  extant.  Lit  era  Jcripta  inane  t . 

Thus  publicly  and  boldly  called  upon,  I  fhall 
proceed  to  the  vindication  of  what  I  have  advanced 
in  my  Appeal ;  firft  with  refped  to  what  palled  pre¬ 
vious  to  the  riot,  and  the  probable  caufe  of  it; 
then  what  took  place  during  the  riot,  and  fubfe- 
quent  to  it.  I  only  requeft  an  impartial  atten¬ 
tion  to  fuch  fads,  as  I  fhall  produce ;  and  it  muff  be 
confidered  that,  not  having  been  myfelf  a  witnefs  of 
•  what  I  fhall  relate,  I  mult  neceharily  depend  upon 
the  teftimony  of  others;  and  as  in  this  I  may, 
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through  mifinforrnation,  be  miftaken,  I  fincerely 
'with  to  hear  what  may  be  alleged  on  the  other  fide. 
I  cannot  wifh  to  be  milled  myfelf,  nor  would  I 
knowingly  miflead  others ;  and  the  prefs  is  as  open 
to  my  opponents  as  it  is  to  myfelf.  After  this  it  will 
be  in  the  power  of  our  readers  to  judge  whether  I 
be  what  Mr.  Burn,  p.  ic6,  calls  me, <c  a  public  Han- 
sc  derer,”  or  not. 


0 

SECTION  III. 

Of  Events  previous  to  the  Riot ,  and  of  the  more  diftcmt 

Caujes  of  it. 

T  HAT  there  exifted  in  Birmingham,  and 
in  all  that  part  of  the  country,  a  ftrong  fpirit  of 
party,  exceedingly  unfavourable  to  DilTenters, 
is  evident  from  a  variety  of  circumftances  •> 
and,  independently  of  any  that  I  have  men¬ 
tioned,  it  mull  appear  probable  from  the  hiftory  of 
thofe  counties  in  this  refpedt,  given  at  length  in  an 
excellent  pamphlet  lately  publifhed,  entitled.  High 
Church  Politics,  in  which  it  is  lhewn  that  the 
neighbourhood  of  Birmingham  was  the  head  quar¬ 
ters  of  Dr.  Sacheverell ;  and  that,  in  the  reign  of 
George  I.  feveral  meeting  houfes  were  deftroyed  by 

rioters. 
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rioters  in  that  town,  and  others  in  thofe  parts.  The 
fads  that  I  mentioned  in  proof  of  the  exiftence  oL 
this  party  fpirit,  and  that  it  was  far  from  originating 
with  me,  or  being  promoted  by  me,  Mr.  burn  has 
attempted  to  invalidate.  But  let  the  reader  judge 

with  what  effed. 

One  of  the  inftances  that  I  mentioned  was  that 
the  clergy  refilled  to  walk  in  funeial  proc viiions 
with  diflenting  minifters.  I  obferved  that  Mr. 
Curtis  refufed  to  do  fo  at  the  application  oi  Mr. 
Schole field.  This  Mr.  Burn  inilnuates  was  not  oi> 
account  of  his  objeding  to  doing  this  with  diffent- 
ing  minifters  in  general,  or  Mn\  Scholefield  in  par¬ 
ticular,  but  with  myfelf  only;  c“  left,  as  he  fa\s, 
p.  4,  “  he  fhould  be  led  to  ad  officially  with  one 
(C  whole  oppofition  to  the  dodnnes  and  difcipline 
cc  of  the  church  of  which  he  is  a  memoer,  had  car  =- 
cc  ried  him  into  exceftes,  in  his  apprehenlion,  in  tn<- 
cc  higheft  degree  illiberal  and  indecent.  Of  this 
«  clafs  he  juftiy  confidered  Dr.  Prieftley.  With 
<c  him  therefore  he  could  not  conliftentiy  ad  upon 
“  fuch  an  occafion ;  and  for  this  reafon  folely  he  re- 
c*  fufed  to  comply  in  the  inftancc  produced  by  the 

cc  DodorT 

But  this  inftance  of  bigotry  in  the  clergy  of  Bir¬ 
mingham  appeared  before  I  went  thither.  More  than 
forty  years  ago  Mr.  W earden,  curate  of  St.  Philip  s, 
exp  relied  his  concern  that  he  could  not  walk  with 
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Mr.  Blythe  at  the  funeral  of  Mr.  Ruftcl’s  grand¬ 
mother,  having,  as  he  faid,  received  orders  to  the 
contrary  from  Mr.  V yle,  who  was  then  the  redtor. 

In  1770,  Mr.  Dovey,  redlor  of  St.  Martin’s,  re- 
fufed  to  go  into  a  mourning  coach  along  with  Mr. 
Blythe  at  the  funeral  of  Mrs.  Webfter;  and  after 
the  funeral  he  faid  to  Mr.  Webfter,  that  <c  when  the 

Diftenters  wifhed  their  own  minifters  to  attend 
fC  their  friends  to  the  grave,  they  had  better  not  in- 
<c  vite  the  clergy  of  the  eftabliihment.” 

After  this  Mr.  Webfter,  having  the  direftion  of 
the  funeral  of  Mr.  Haddock,  omitted  to  invite  Mr. 
Dovey,  and  alfo  to  fend  the  hatband,  fcarfj  and 
gloves,  which  it  had  been  ufual  to  give  the  attend¬ 
ing  clergyman.  Unwilling  to  lofe  thefe  perquifites, 
Mr.  Dovey  fent  to  inform  Mr.  Webfter,  that, 
though  he  did  not  choofe  to  attend  the  funeral 
along  with  the  Diftenting  minifters,  he  did  not 
mean  to  refufc  what  was  ufually  given  on  thofe  oc- 
oafions.  Mr.  W ebfter,  however,  very  properly  with¬ 
held  them. 

At  the  funeral  of  Mr.  Stephens  of  Deretend,  Mr. 
Aufted  refilled  to  ride  before  the  hearfe  along  with 
the  diftenting  minifter,  and  haughtily  bade  him 
ride  behind  the  hearfe. 

At  the  funeral  pf  Mr.  Gilborne,  when  Mr.  Dovey 

refuled 
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refilled  to  walk  in  proceffion  with  Mr.  Bourn,,  a  man 
of  activity  and  fpirit,  the  following  pleafant  circum- 
ftance  happened:  Mr.  Dovey  meeting  the  corpfe, 
and  finding  Mr.  Bourn  walking  befoie  it,  directed 
him  to  walk  behind.  Mr.  Bourn  not  complying  with 
this  order,  Mr.  Dovey  endeavoured  to  outwalk  him, 
but  Mr.  Bourn,  being  as  nimble  as  he,  kept  up  with 
him,  till,  die  Re&or  quickening  his  pace,  they  both 
fairly  ran  for  it,  till  they  got  to  the  church  door.  Mr. 
Dovey  was  lo  much  offended,  tnat,  aftei  the  funeial, 
his  pride  getting  the  better  of  every  other  confidera- 
tion,  he  fent  back  the  hatband  and  fcarf,  and  even 
the  pins  that  had  been  ufed  on  the  occafiom 

Thefe  inftances  certainly  fhow  that  the  refufal  of 
the  clergy  of  Birmingham  to  walk  in  funeral  procef¬ 
fion  with  diffenting  minifters  did  not  arife  from  any 
objection  they  had  to  myfelf  in  particular,  as  Mr. 
Burn  intimates ;  but  from  an  abfurd  bigotry  of 
long  ftanding  in  the  place;  and  I  believe  hardly 
known  in  any  other  part  of  the  kingdom. 

Befides,  if  Mr.  Curtis  had  fo  violent  an  objection 
to  myfelf  in  particular,  why  did  he  come  to  hear  me 
preach,  or  meet  me  at  the  committee  of  the  library, 
of  that  for  the  abolition  of  the  flave  trade,  and  on 
other  occafions,  on  which  he  always  behaved  to  me 
with  great  civility?  And  at  the  time  that  he  refufed 
to  walk  with  Mr.  Scholefield,  which,  Mr.  Burn  fays, 
was  folely  on  my  account,  he  gave  a  realon  which 
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aftefled  all  diiTenting  minifters ;  and  I  had  not  then 
done  any  thing  to  make  myfdf  more  obnoxious  than 
I  had  when  he  came  to  hear  me.  I  am  alfo  credi¬ 
bly  informed  that  Mr.  Curtis  himfelf,  on  reading  my 
Appeal,  declared  that  I  had  given  a  juft  account  of 
his  conduct,  that  it  was  the  bigotry  he  found  in  the 
place  that  led  him  to  aft  as  he  had  done,  and  that  he 
had  not  himfelf  any  objection  to  walking  with  dif- 
fenting  minifters  at  funerals.  Flow  this  is  to  be  re¬ 
conciled  with  his  giving  his  fanftion  to  Mr.  Burn's 
Reply  is  no  buftnefs  of  mine. 

Another  inftance  of  the  Fligh  Church  bigotry  of 
the  town  of  Birmingham  that  I  mentioned,  was  the 
fubferibers  to  the  Sunday  fchools  having  refeinded 
a  law  which  permitted  the  children  to  go  to  any 
place  of  public  worfhip  that  their  parent  chofe. 
On  this  Mr.  Burn  fays,  p.  66,  cr  It  has  happened, 
unfortunately  for  his  purpofe,  that  either  through 
mifinformation,  or  a  fettled  plan  of  perverting  and 
rendering  odious  the  cbnduft  of  others,”  (and  this 
is  the  turn  that  Mr.  Burn  generally  choofes  to  give 
to  all  my  accounts  of  things)  <c  he  has  totally 
tc  mifreprefented  this  plain  bufinefs.  The  faff,”  he 
fays,  p.  8r,  “  was  that  the  law  was  never  refeinded 
tc  at  alft”  and  after  giving  a  detail  of  pretended 
proofs  to  the  contrary,  he  fays,  p.  1 2,  “  Let  Dr. 

“  Prieftley,  by  faffs,  confute  this  ftatement  if  he 
<c  can.”  He  alfo  fays,  p.  9,  <c  To  refeind  the  above 
tc  law,  was  an  aft  for  which  no  committee  was  com- 
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«  petent,  and  there,  unqueftionably,  never  was  a  ge- 
tc  neral  meeting  held ,  for  any  fuch  purpofe.  Ivl i . 
Riland,  another  clergyman,  fays,  p.  106,  “  I  have 
«  no  doubt  but  that  your  reprefentation”  (writing 
to  Mr.  Burn)  “  is  perfectly  right,  and  his”  (mine) 
“  is  totally  wrong.” 

Though  this  reply  of  Mr.  Burn  was  written  with 
the  concurrence  of  Mr.  Curtis,  it  is  now  clearly 
proved  that  my  account  is  ftrictly  true.  A  general 
meetino-  of  the  fubfcri'bers  to  the  Sunday  lchools 
was  held  (though  Mr.  Burn  fays  there  unqueftionably 
was  not)  without  any  previous  notice  oi  the  bufineis 
that  was  to  come  before  them.  When  it  was  pro- 
pofed  to  refcind  the  law,  the  votes  were  equal,  and 
Mr.  Curtis,  being  in  the  chair,  decided  in  favour  of 
refcinding  it.  The  evidence  of  the  refcinding  is  a 
public  advertifement  in  the  Birmingham  newfpa- 
per,  immediately  after  the  tranfadtion,  as  was  noticed 
by  Mr.  Scholefield,  with  proper  obfervations  with 
refpedt  to  the  dependance  there  could  be  on  other 
bold  affertions  in  Mr.  Burn’s  reply.  This  will  be 
found  in  my  Appendix,  No.  I. 

I  do  not  fay  that  even  this  palpable  falfehood 
was  a  wilful  one,  as  Mr.  Burn,  or  Mr.  Madan, 
would  not  fcruple  to  fay  with  refpedl  to  me ;  but  it 
argues  fuch  a  defedl  of  memory  as  may  be  hereafter 
quoted  as  one  of  the  moft  remarkable  things  of  this 
nature  in  the  hiftory  of  the  human  mind.  It  is  the 
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more  fo,  as,  when  Mr.  Burn  himfelf  applied  to  Mr. 
John  Lawrence  for  his  fubfcription,  and  was  refufed 
on  account  of  the  refcinding  of  the  rule  above  men¬ 
tioned,  Mr.  Burn  immediately  faid  to  a  perfon  who 
accompanied  him,  cc  I  told  you  how  it  would  be.  I 
cc  am  forry  for  it;”  he  himfelf  having  difapproved 
of  the  condudt  of  the  High  Church  party  in  this  bufi- 
nefs.  Indeed  I  never  confidered  Mr.  Burn  as  a 
bigot ;  and,  as  having  been  both  a  Methodift  and  a 
Dilfenter,  rather  a  friend  to  both.  The  fadt  above- 
mentioned  was  related  to  me  by  Mr.  Lawrence  pre- 
fently  after  it  happened. 

The  defedt  in  the  memory  of  Mr.  Curtis  is  as  re- 
markable  as  that  of  Mr.  Burn ;  and  that  two  men 
fhould  labour  under  the  fame  defedt,  with  refpect  to 
the  fame  thing,  is  more  extraordinary  Hill.  For  he 
was  not  only  chairman  at  the  meeting  in  which  the 
rule  was  refcinded,  and  decided  the  queftion  himfelf; 
but  when,  after  this,  he  called  upon  Mr.  Punfield  for 
his  fubfcription,  he  was  refufed,  and  was  informed 
that  it  was  for  the  fame  realon. 

That  this  condudt  in  the  fubfcribers  to  the  Sun¬ 
day  fchools  arofe  from  the  moib  contemptible  bi¬ 
gotry,  no  perfon  of  the  leaft  degree  of  liberality  will 
deny ;  and  that  this  bigotry  was  of  long  Handing  in 
Birmingham,  in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Curtis  himfelf, 
was  evident  from  the  following  circumftance,  which 
I  fhall  relate  from  my  own  recollection.  When  a 
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friend  of  mine  was  going  to  that  meeting  of  the  iub- 
fcribers,  at  which  it  was  agreed  to  permit  the  fcho- 
lars  to  attend  whatever  place  of  worfhip  their  pa¬ 
rents  fhould  choofe,  he  was  joined  by  Mr.  Curtis ; 
and  talking  about  the  bufinefs  of  the  meeting,  Mr. 
Curtis,  who  was  then  a  friend  to  the  propofal,  faid 
he  was  afraid  they  fhould  not  be  able  to  carry  it, 
<c  there  was  fo  much  of  the  old  leaven  yet  remaining 

in  Birmingham.”  I  have  no  doubt  but  Mr.  Cur¬ 
tis  would  have  a6ted  with  the  liberality  becoming  a 
perfon  of  a  diiTenting  family,  if  he  had  not  found  fo 
much  of  what  he  properly  termed  the  old  learoen  in 
Birmingham.  That  he  had  not  the  fortitude  to  a 61 
agreeably  to  the  natural  dictates  of  his  own  mind, 
by  which  it  would  have  been  in  his  power  to  expel 
that  old  leaven,  is  much  to  be  lamented.  My  houfe 
and  meeting  houfe  would  have  been  Handing,  and 
I  fhould  now  have  been  at  Birmingham,  much  more 
agreeably  employed  than  I  am  at  this  moment. 

When  Mr.  Scholefield  publifhed  a  copy  of  the  re- 
folution  of  the  fubfcribers  to  the  Sunday  fchools 
relcinding  the  rule  above  mentioned,  and  which  Mr. 
Burn,  Mr.  Riland,  and,  in  effect,  Mr.  Curtis  alfo 
(by  joining  in  the  fa«£tion  of  the  other  clergymen  of 
Birmingham  to  MdTC urn’s  Reply)  folemnly  de¬ 
clared  never  to  have  been  refcinded  at  all;  Mr. 
Burn  does  not  acknowledge  the  plain  inference 
from  the  fact,  viz.  the  exigence  of  a  fpirit  of  High 
Church  bigotry  in  Birmingham,  independently  of 

any 
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any  thing  that  I  could  have  done  to  excite  it  (and  it 
was  with  this  view  that  I  mentioned  it  at  all)  but 
only  defires  of  his  readers,  what  they  would  certainly 
do  without  his  defire,  that  <c  that  part  cf  his  ftate- 
<c  ment,  &c.  may  not  be  confidered  as  weighing  any 
“  thing  in  his  general  argument  againft  me.”  What 
was  it  but  a  degree  of  bigotry  of  the  moft  extrava¬ 
gant  kind  to  refcind  a  rule  by  which  the  fcholars 
were  permitted  to  attend  public  worfhip  where  their 
parents  chofe,  when  in  no  one  inftance  had  any  of 
them,  in  fa6t,  attended  any  other  worfhip  than  that 
of  the  Church  of  England. 

The  bigotry  of  the  church  people  at  Birmingham 
appears,  perhaps,  more  clearly  in  their  conduct  of 
a  charity  fchool  which  has  been  eftablifhed  there 
upwards  of  forty  years;  not  only  as  it  is  a  rule  in 
the  inflitution  of  this  fchool,  that  no  children  fhall  be 
admitted  that  are  not  of  the  eftablifhed  church,  but 
that  they  fhall  not  be  bound  apprentices  to  any  Dif- 
fenter.  Nay,  in  two  inftances,  the  managers  of  this 
charity  even  refufed  to  accept  of  the  fubfcriptions  of 
Diflenters  voluntarily  offered  them.  Both  Mr.  La- 
kin  and  Mr.  Peyton,  to  their  great  furprife,  had  their 
money  rejected 

I  confider  it  as  a  proof  of  High  Church  princi¬ 
ples,  unfavourable  to  civil  and  religious  liberty,  that 
the  centenary  celebration  of  the  revolution  in  1688, 
was  not  attended  by  any  of  the  clergy  of  Birming¬ 
ham, 
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ham,  and  they  did  every  thing  in  their  power  to  ren¬ 
der  it  unpopular.  Their  favourite  toad  of  Church 
and  King  was  objedted  to.  The  meeting  was  at¬ 
tended  by  a  Catholic  clergyman,  and  the  Diffenting 
miniders. 

The  lad  indance  I  fhall  mention  of  the  exidence 
of  a  high  party  fpirit  in  the  clergy  of  Birmingham  is, 
that  one  of  that  body,  of  a  more  liberal  turn,  when 
he  left  the  place,  declared  it  was  on  that  account, 
and  that  for  this  reafon  he  could  not  live  in  comfort 
in  it. 


This  extreme  bigotry  is  not  peculiar  to  the  town 
of  Birmingham,  but  extends  to  the  neighbouring 
counties.  As  a  curious  indance  of  this,  I  fhall  ob- 
ferve,  that  Mr.  Mould,  of  Meafham,  near  Afhby  de 
ia  Zouch,  refuted,  the  lad  year,  to  officiate  at  the 
funeral  of  a  child  of  John  Bancroft,  a  Diffienter;  and 
declared,  that  no  Diffienter  ffiould  be  buried  by  him. 


In  confequence  of  this,  the  child  was  put  into  the 
grave  without  any  thing  being  faid  at  the  place;  and 
the  mother  was  fo  much  affected,  that  foe  was  taken 
home  very  ill.  It  is  happy  that  this  clergyman  has  not 
the  keys  of  the  gates  of  heaven,  nor  wholly  thofe  of 


the 


grave. 


That  I  faw,  lamented,  and  endeavoured  to  allay,  this 
party  fpirit  m  the  town  of  Birmingham,  by  perfuad- 
ing  the  Didenters  to  give  up  the  difpofal  of  the  civil 

offices 


30  An  Appeal  to  the  Public 

offices,  is  well  known  to  all  my  acquaintance,  though 
Mr.  Burn  is  incredulous  on  the  fubjed.  cc  This/’' he 
fays,  p.  1 6,  in  his  infulting  manner,  £f  confidering  the 
<c  Dodor’s  natural  diffidence  of  power,  and  the  ex- 
“  treme  readinefs  which  himfelf  and  principal  friends 
cc  have  ever  difcovered  in  giving  up  authority  once 
<c  obtained,  mufl  appear  a  very  probable,  as  well  as 
<f  interefting  flory.  It  is,  however,  ftridly  true.  To 
mention  no  more,  Mr.  Ruffel,  Mr.  G.  Humphrys, 
the  two  Mr.  Hunts,  and  the  three  Mr.  Rylands, 
who  thought  as  I  did  on  the  fubjed,  will  bear  me 
witnefs,  as  well  as  others,  who  were  not  Diffenters.  I 
may  add  all  my  particular  acquaintance,  without  ex¬ 
ception,  know  that  I  conftantly  blamed  the  Diffen- 
ters  for  keeping  that  power  in  their  own  hands. 

That  the  Diffenters  of  Birmingham  were  not  lb 
attentive  as  they  might  have  been  to  retain  the 
power  they  once  had,  appeared  in  their  conduct  with 
refped  to  king  Edward’s  charity  fchool  in  that 
town ;  the  governors  of  which  were  once  Diffenters, 
and  it  was  in  their  power  to  have  admitted  no  other 
among  them;  but  they  always  chofe  to  take  fome  of 
the  principal  of  the  church  people  to  ad  with  them. 
It  happened,  however,  that  at  one  particular  meeting, 
at  which  thofe  church  people  made  a  point  of  attend¬ 
ing,  wTile  fome  of  the  Diffenters  were  abfent,  they 
took  that  opportunity  of  choofing  another  church¬ 
man,  by  which  they  became  the  majority ;  and  from 

that  time,  except  in  the  fingle  cafe  of  Mr.  Ruffel, 

they 
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they  have  never  chofen  any  DifTenter  into  their 
body,  and  have  '  repeatedly  declared  they  never 
would.  Let  not  then  the  church  people  at  Birming¬ 
ham  upbraid  the  Diffenters  with  a  love  of  power. 

I  had  a  view  to  the  bigotry  of  the  town  of  Birming¬ 
ham,  and  hoped  to  fucceed  in  allaying  it,  by  means 
of  the  public  library,  in  the  eftablifhment  of  which  I 
particularly  interefted  myfelf;  as  that  would  neceffa- 
rily  bring  the'  reading  and  thinking  part  of  the  town 
better  acquainted  with  each  other.  The  annual  ad- 
vertifement,  which  was  drawn  up  by  me,  and  which 
was  continued  for  fome  time  by  the  High  Church 
party,  after  they  gained  the  afcendancy  they  now 
have  in  that  library,  but  which  they  have  fince 
dropped,  I  fhall  infert  in  the  Appendix,  No.  II. 

With  refpeft  to  the  bufinefs  of  the  library,  in 
which  it  was  not  poffible  for  any  man  to  a6t  with 
more  liberality  than  I  did,  Mr.  Burn  fays,  p.  14, 
“  We  never  law  great  talents  fo  degraded  by  party 
“  confiderations  as  in  the  conduct  of  Dr.  Prieftley 
cc  in  fome  part  of  that  bufinefs.”  But,  in  his  ufual 
manner,  he  does  not  fay  what  thofe  parts  or  my  con¬ 
duct  were.  As  a  fmall  pamphlet,  which  I  publifhed. 
on  occafion  of  a  motion  to  prevent  the  purchafe  of 
books  of  religious  controverfy,  will  give  the  read¬ 
er  fome  idea  of  the  fpirit  with  which  I  a<5ted  in 
this  bufinefs,  I  fhall  give  the  whole,  or  a  confider- 
able  part  of  it,  in  the  Appendix,  No.  III. 5  and  let 
a  Mr. 
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Mr.  Burn,  if  he  pleafes,  republifh  the  pamphlet 
which  one  of  the  clergy  wrote  on  the  occafion,  and 
figned  M.  S. 

» 

What  it  is  that  Mr.  Burn  alludes  to,  when  he  fays 
that  I  degraded  my  great  talents,  I  believe  it  will  not 
be  very  eafy  for  any  perfon,  acquainted  with  the  facts, 
to  conjecture.  Had  I,  as  Mr.  Curtis  did,  openly 
canvafTed  the  fubfcribers  for  the  purpofe  of  getting 
a  committee  to  my  mind,  I  fhould  indeed  have  de¬ 
graded  my  talents,  whether  they  had  been  great  or 
fm  alii  but  it  is  well  known  that  all  my  proceed¬ 
ings  were  fair  and  candid.  The  harfheft  thing  that 
I  faid  of  the  clergy  who  withdrew  from  the  li¬ 
brary  becaufe  my  Hijiory  of  the  Corruptions  of  Chrifti- 
anity  was  voted  into  it,  was  that  their  condufl  was 
childifh.  The  fubfcribers  feem  to  have  thought  as  I 
did;  for  though  Mr.  Curtis,  in  the  note  he  wrote  on 
the  occafion,  expreffed  his  wifh,  cc  that  all  the  mera- 
“  bers  of  the  church  of  England  would  follow  his  ex- 
w  ample  ”  not  one  of  them,  except  the  clergy,  did  fo. 

Another  childifh  and  paltry  inflance  of  bigotry, 
m  fome  members  of  the  church  of  England  on  that 
occafion,  was  finking  out  the  title  of  Reverend  pre¬ 
fixed  to  Mr.  Scholefield’s  name  and  mine  in  the  lifl 
of  the  committee.  A  fubfcriber  found  the  ink  with 
which  the  ralure  had  been  made,  not  quite  dry ; 
and  inquiring  who  had  been  in  the  library,  was  in¬ 
formed  that  only  Mr.  Curtis  and  Mr.  Lloyd,  a 
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tjuaker,  had  been  there.  Beiftg  interrogated  on 
the  fubjedt,  they  both  denied  having  done  it.  If 
notwithftanding  this*  Mr.  Curtis  was  generally  be¬ 
lieved  to  have  done  it>  the  fault  is  not  mine.  As 
little  regard  has  been  paid  to  his  moft  folemn  affe- 
veration  by  Dr.  Parr,  a  brother  clergyman. 

Without  the  leaft  regard  to  truth  Mr.  Burn  fpeaks 
of  me,  p.  21,  as  having  been  “  adopted  th£  cham-* 
u  pion  and  leader  of  the  whole  body,”  (viz.  of  Dif- 
fenters),  “  in  the  bufinefs  of  the  application  to  par- 
u  liament  for  the  repeal  of  the  corporation  and  teft 
cc  adtsj”  and  he  adds,  that  “  after  organizing  the 
"  whole  body  of  Diffenters,  and  bringing  them  to 
“  adt  as  one  man,  their  future  condudt  in  this  affair 
e*  was  to  be  governed,  as  unqueftionably  it  has  been, 
"  and  efpecially  in  this,  and  the  neighbouring  coun~ 
“  ties,  by  the  maxims  of  his  policy.” 

In  all  this  Mr.  Burn  fliews  his  utter  ignorance  of 
this  whole  bufinefs;  and,  though  he  pays  no  regard 
to  what  I  have  before  faid  on  this  fubjedb,  viz.  that 
I  had  very  little  to  do  in  it,  he  fhould  have  pro¬ 
cured  information  from  fome  other  quarter,  and  have 
mentioned  his  authority.  Of  the  many  letters ,  re-* 
Jolntionsy  &c.  relating  to  this  affair,  that  were  drawn 
Up  at  Birmingham,  I  did  not  write  one.  I  attended 
but  few  of  the  meetings  even  there,  and  though  I 
attended  one  at  Nottingham,  it  was  becaufe  I  had 
bufinefs  of  my  own  in  that  place.  I  affifted,  in¬ 
deed,  in  drawing  up  the  refolutions  that  were  agreed 

D  upon 
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upon  there,  but  faid  little  or  nothing  at  the  meeting. 
Indeed*  it  is  well  known  that  I  am  very  backward 
to  fpeak  in  public  ;  being,  on  feveral  accounts,  efpe- 
cially  a  tendency  to  Hammering,  unfit  for  public 
fpeaking. 

On  the  failure  of  this  application  to  parliament* 
Mr.  Burn  fays,  p.  18,  c<  Circumflances  did  arife 
which  tended  extremely  to  expofe  the  true  tern- 
per  and  views  of  Dr.  Prieflley,  and  to  fmk  him 
prodigioufly  in  the  opinion  of  his  townfmen.”  I 
wifh  Mr.  Burn  had  faid  what  thofe  circumflances 
were,  and  I  now  call  upon  him  to  name  them.  I 
had  no  views  that  were  peculiar  to  myfelf,  or  that 
were  not  common  to  all  Diffenters  y  and  what  I  did 
to  promote  thofe  views  was  nothing  peculiar  to  my¬ 
felf,  and  lefs  than  was  done  by  many  others  not  a 
hundredth  part,  I  may  venture  to  fay,  of  what  was 
done,  and  ably  done,,  by  Mr.  Walker  of  Notting¬ 
ham,  not  to  fpeak  of  others..  Indeed,  it  is  well 
known  that  I  was  never  felicitous  about  the  objedt. 
But  it  is  Mr.  Burn’s  manner  to  make  general  affer- 
tions  without  appealing  to  any  fpecific  fadls,  capable 
of  being  fcrutinized. 

The  difcourfe  which  I  preached  and  publifhed  on 
this  occafion  I  called  cc  the  mofl  calm  and  mode- 
<c  rate  that  ever  was  written  on  a  political  fubjedt.” 
This: Mr.  Bum  does  not  denyj  but  as  nothing  good 
can  come  from  me,  he  gives  it  the  following  turn, 
p.  23.  “  They  perceived,  indeed,  that  his  gird  at  the 

u  minifler 
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ff  minifier  had  taught  him  circumfpedtiori,  and  that 
<c  his  wounds  received  in  the  encounter  being 
cc  yet  frefin,  he  fought  cautioufiy;  but  the  true  de- 
cc  fign  of  this  piece  of  management  was  too  pal- 
fC  pable  to  be  miftaken.”  In  this  he  alludes  to  my 
Letter  to  Mr.  Pitt ,  by  which  that  minifter  might 
receive  a  wound,  but  it  will  not  be  eafy  to  find  the 
fears  of  any  that  I  received.  If  I  had  wounds,  they 
did  not  prevent  my  continuing  to  fight  on  (if  I 
muft  purfue  Mr.  Burr/s  metaphor)  and  what  I 
wrote  afterwards  in  my  Anfwer  to  Mr.  Burke ,  and 
my  Familiar  Letters ,  betray  no  diminution  of  vigour 
or  fpirit.  But  that  the  temper  with  which  I  deli¬ 
vered  and  publifhed  that  fermon  was  not  artfully 
afliimed  for  the  occafion,  as  Mr.  Burn  infinuates, 
but  habitual  to  me,  will  appear  from  what  I  wrote 
refpedling  the  fame  fubjedt  in  one  of  the  earlieft  of 
my  publications,  viz.  my  Addrefs  to  Proteftant  Dif- 
Jenters  as  fuel:,  a  part  of  which  I  fhall  for  this 
purpofe  infert  in  my  Appendix,  No.  IV. 

Mr.  Burn  would  in  vain  charge  me  with  even 
alluding  to  fadts  that  I  am  not  prepared  to  authen¬ 
ticate.-  With  refpedt  to  the  report  of  my  convert¬ 
ing  Silas  Dean  to  atheifm,  Mr.  Burn  fays,  p.  26, 
ff  Will  he  oblige  the  public  with  the  names  of  fome 

of  thofe  clergymen  in  the  town  and  neighbour- 
“  hood  by  whom  this  account  was  fo  induftrioufly 
“  circulated  ?”  Now  I  doubt  not  Mr.  Burn  knows 
much  more  of  this  bufinefs  than  I  do.  I  will  men- 
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tion,  however,  that  Mr.  Swainfon  of  Rowley,  and  £ 
dergyman  dining  at  Stratford*  both  ftrongly  recom^ 
mended  the  pamphlet  in  which  that  (lory  Was  pub^ 
liflied,  as  did  Mr.  Curtis  at  the  library  room  irx 
Birmingham*  The  perfon  who  heard  him  is  ready 
to  attefl:  it* 

Let  the  reader  judge  from  thefe  particulars  whe¬ 
ther  I  have  given  a  falfe  account  of  the  temper  of 
the  members  of  the  eftablifhed  church  in  Birming¬ 
ham  in  general,  or  of  that  of  the  clergy  in  particu¬ 
lar.  It  was  the  extreme  of  bigotry,  the  fame  that 
had  exified  in  the  place  long  before  I  went  thither. 
What  I  in  vain  endeavoured  to  allay,  what  exifts 
there  at  prefent  in  as  great  violence  as  ever,  and  will 
I  fear  continue  a  long  time ;  for  it  appears  to  have 
been  greatly  inflamed  by  the  late  riot. 


SECTION  IV. 

Of  the  predifpofing  Caufes  of  the  Riot . 

t 

I  CONSIDER  the  view  that  was  perpc-* 
tually  exhibited  of  the  Diflenters,  and  efpecially  of  the 
Unitarians  in  general,  and  of  myfelf  in  particular,  by* 
the  dergy  of  Birmingham,  and  others  who  occa- 
fionally  preached  in  their  pulpits,  as  a  principal  pre¬ 
difpofing  caufe  of  the  riot ;  as  they  neceflfary  led  the 
people  to  confider  us  as  the  very  pelts  of  fociety; 

from 
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from  which  the  wifli,  and  the  endeavour,  to  extermi¬ 
nate  us,  as  fiich,  was  but  too  obvious  and  natural, 
Mr.  Burn,  in  what  I  have  already  quoted  from 
him,  ftrongly  denies  the  fa&.  But  there  is  evidence 
.of  it  now  exiting  in  the  printed  fermons  of  Dr. 
Croft  and  Mr.  Madan,  which  are  well  known  to 
have  been  in  the  fame  ftrain  with  many  others  deli¬ 
vered  in  the  pulpits  at  Birmingham  while  I  refided 
there;  and  it  will  not  be  fuppofed  that  what  they 
have  printed  was  lefs  guarded  than  what  was  not. 

Mr.  Madan,  who  fays  that  his  difcourfe  was  pub- 
lifhed  “  at  the  requeft  of  many  before  whom  it  was 
«  delivered/’  which  is  a  proof  of  their  party  fpirit,  as 
well  as  of  his  own,  fpeaks  with  particular  appro¬ 
bation  of  the  fermpns  of  Dr.  Croft,  and  Mr.  Out- 
ton ;  the  latter  of  which  he  laments  was  not  printed, 
and  which  I  .remember  to  have  heard  fpoken  of  as 
peculiarly  violent;  as  the  fermons  of  Mr.  Curtis 
were  alfo  faid  to  be.  The  reader  may  therefore 
judge  of  the  inflammatory  tendency  of  thefe  fermons 
of  the  clergy  in  general,  by  the  following  extracts 
from  thofe  of  Dr,  Croft  and  Mr,  Madan,  * 

They  both  agree  in  reprefenting  the  principles  of 
the  Diflenters  as  £C  unqueftionably  republican.” 
<c  Thofe  of  the  Sochians/’  which  Mr.  Madan  fpeaks 
pf  as  evidently  gaining  ground,  he  fays,  p.  10, 
*e  are  certainly  no  lefs  dangerous  to  the  Hate  than 
*(  th€  tenets  of  popery,”  Both  thefe  preachers  re- 
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prefent  our  principles  as  nor  only  theoretically,  but 
practically  feditious.  Of  the  fentiments  of  Dr.  Price, 
Dr.  Croft  fays,  p.  xii.  cf  They  fpread  jealoufy  and 
<£  difcontent  through  the  kingdom,  and  were  little 
<c  fhort  of  blafphemy.  The  DilTenters,”  he  fays, 
p.  33,  cc  wifh  to  deftroy  the  whole  fabric  of  our 
“  conftitution.”  Mr.  Madan  alfo  reprefents  us  as 
no  better  than  king  killers  in  general;  cc  Is  there  no 
<c  reafon,”  he  fays,  p.  13,  <c  to  receive  with  flifpi- 
fc  cion  their  declarations  of  reverence  to  the  govern- 
fc  ment,  and  of  loyalty  to  the  king,  however  plau- 
£C  fibly  and  fpontaneoufly  announced,  when  the 
“  amount  of  that  reverence  has  been  exaCtly  afcer- 
c<  tained  by  the  woful  experience  of  republican  ty- 
fc  ranny,  and  the  extent  of  their  loyalty  has  been  ex- 
“  aCtly  delineated  by  the  blood  of  a  king.”  He 
alfo  fays,  p.  8,  that  he  cc  always  regarded  our  prin- 
V  ciples  as  pointedly  hoftile,  and  dangerous  to  our 
<c  happy  conftitution.” 

When  he  was  called  upon  by  me  to  defend  thefe 
ftrange  and  injurious  afperfions,  which  are  in  con¬ 
tradiction  to  all  hiftory,  and  even  to  recent  faCts, 
and  efpecially  to  all  my  principles,  as  contained  in 
my  writings ;  he  appeared  willing,  indeed,  to  except 
from  his  charges  the  more  moderate,  or  Calviniftic 
Diftenters,  but  by  no  means  myfelf,  and  others  whom 
he  terms  tc  the  more  violent  Diftenters  3”  and  in 
vindication  of  what  he  had  advanced  concerning  the 
king  killing  principles  being  ftill  retained  by  the 

Diftenters, 
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Diffenters,  he  fays,  p.  3 5,  that  “  principles  are  a 
«  long  lived  generation  5”  and  infinuates  that  there¬ 
fore,  they  muft  now  exift  fomewhere  among  us. 

«  Thefe  principles,”  he  fays,  p.  22,  “  are  ftill  at 
«  work.”  When  I  appealed  to  my  own  peaceable 
behaviour,  he  replied,  p.  16,  that  “  Guy  Fawkes 
«  would  have  done  the  fame plainly  fuggefting  a 
companion  between  him  and  me. 

Both  Dr.  Croft  and  Mr.  Madan  reprefent  in  a 
moft  extravagant  light  the  very  innocent  objeft  of 
the  application  of  the  Diffenters  to  parliament  for 
[Ijo  repeal  of  the  corporation  and  ten  acts,  and  they 
intimate,  that  fo  far  from  giving  us  more  liberty,  it 
were  to  be  wifhed  that  we  couid  be  deprived  of 
fome  of  the  privileges  that  we  now  enjoy.  Mr. 
Madan  alarms  the  public  by  calling  the  bufinefs  of 
this  application  a  “  great  conffitutional  caufe.” 
The  poffeffion  of  offices,  which  we  plead  our  right 
to  a  participation  in,  he  fays,  p.  12,  would  oe  “  in- 
f£  compatible  with  the  fafcty  of  our  civil  govern- 
«  ment and  he  fpeaks  of  our  third  application  as 
«  an  extraordinary  fubjeft,  now  a  third  time  ob- 
«  truded  upon  the  legiflature.” 

Dr.  Croft  fays,  p.  36,  "  It  would  be  fatal  to  reli- 
«  gion,  if  the  legiflature  fhould  by  any  aft  of  indul- 
«  gence  declare  all  opinions  innocent.  It  is  unfor- 
“  tunate,”  he  fays,  p.  xiv.  “  that  the  right  of  vot- 
«  jng  at  elections,  and  of  fitting  in  parliament,  can- 

D  4  “  »0t 
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“  not  be  taken  from  the  Dififenters.  It  would  be 

defirable,”  p.  30,  <c  to  exclude  from  the  Britifh' 
cc  lenate  all  thofe  who  are  led  away  by  their  plaufible 
4C  arguments,  and  to  caution  every  Britifh  youth 
“  againft  their  civil  and  religious  maxims  of  go- 
“  vernment.”  He  particularly  fays,  p.  xi.  that 
fc  if  the  Unitarians  were  reftridted  from  fpeaking  in- 
<c  decently  of  the  do&rine  of  the  Trinity,  and  if  they 
u  were  enjoined  upon  certain  pains  and  penalties,  it 
“  might  be  deemed  perfecution  by  them,  but  could 
“  not  be  thought  a  hardfhip  by  others.’1  Mr.  Ma- 
dan  alfo  fays,  p.  9,  cc  Are  we  not  juftly  upbraided 
u  with  a  pafiive  and  fupine  conduct,  in  a  caufc  of 
*c  the  moft  interefting  and  facred  nature  i** 

Of  my  own  chara&er  nothing  more  injurious 
could  be  infmuated  than  was  done  by  Mr.  Madan, 
He  defcribes  me  as  a  man  of  extraordinary  talents, 
indeed,  but  as  a&uated  by  malevolence ;  and  how  elfe 
would  he  have  defcribed  Satan  himfelf?  <c  When 
u  I  fee,”  he  fays,  p.  26,  <c  your  blindnefs  in  any 
“  point  of  hiRory,  I  much  fufpeft  it  to  be  wiKul^* 
which  is  to  reprefent  the  worft  principle  of  my 
conduct  as,  in  all  cafes,  more  probable  than  any 
other.  What  muft  the  inhabitants  of  Birming¬ 
ham,  who  juRly  refpe&ed  Mr.  Madan  more  than 
any  other  clergyman  in  the  town,  think  of  the  Dif- 
fenters  in  general,  and  of  myfelf  in  particular,  when 
we  were  defcribed  in  this  manner,  and  when  the  ac¬ 
count  was  introduced  with  fuch  uncommon  foiemnity, 

{?•  V 
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p.  4,  as  given  «  from  the  fettled  principles  of  his 
«  heart,  as  he  hoped  for  mercy  from  the  God  of 
truth 

V. 

To  what  can  we  compare  this  condud  of  the 
clergy,  but  (to  adopt  that  metaphor  of  mine  which 
has  been  fo  much  carped  at,  and  mifreprefented,) 
laying  gunpowder,  not  grain  by  grain,  but  by  hand¬ 
fuls,  in  that  magazine  which  exploded  on  the  14th 
of  July?  For  what  outrage  muft  not  many  of  the 
common  people,  who  read  none  of  my  writings,  but 
heard  them  fpoken  of  by  the  clergy  as  highly  dan¬ 
gerous,  and  unfit  to  be  read  by  them,  have  been, 
prepared,  when  for  years  together  they  heard  the 
Unitarian  Diflenters  in  general,  and  myfelf  in  parti¬ 
cular,  pointed  at  as  the  enemies  of  their  country, 
ready  on  the  firft  opportunity  to  overturn  the  govern¬ 
ment  under  which  we  lived,  and  even  to  embrue 
our  hands  in  the  blood  of  our  fovereign  ?  Could 
they  help  concluding  that  the  perfons  who  deferibed 
us  in  this  manner  wiftied  to  have  us  deflroyed,  that 
it  was  even  meritorious  to  deftroy  us ;  and  when  in 
any  cafe  the  end  is  thought  to  be  juft  in  itfelf,  the 
propriety  of  the  means  will  be  lefs  attended  to  ?  If 
violence  be  employed  to  gain  any  end,  there  are 
thoufands  in  all  parts  of  this  country  ready  to  join  in 
it,  without  any  regard  to  the  end,  but  merely  for 
the  fake  of  mifehief  and  plunder.  It  is  an  army 
ready  to  ad  on  the  fide  of  any  whom  they  think 
$hey  can  ferve  with  impunity  to  themfelves. 
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It  is,  therefore,  in  this  fenfe,  though  in  this  only, 
that  I  accufe  the  clergy  of  Birmingham,  and  efpe- 
cially  Mr.  Madan,  as  having  been  the  promoters  of 
the  riot ;  and  if  it  fnould  terminate  in  that  deftruc- 
tion  with  which  I  am  Fill  threatened,  I  fhall  charge 
them  with  being  the  caufe  of  my  death. 

The  methods  that  were  taken  to  excite  the  po¬ 
pulace  of  Birmingham  againfl  the  Difienters,  pre¬ 
vious  to  the  riot,  were  various,  and  but  too  fuccelT- 
fol.  Among  others,  I  fhall  only  mention  one,  as  a 
fpecimen  of  ingenuity  as  well  as  of  the  malignant  party 
fpirit,  which  prevailed  in  the  place,  while  nothing 
•was  done  by  us  but  what  was  calculated  to  allay  it. 
The  following  paper  was  much  circulated  in  Bir¬ 
mingham  two  years  before  the  riot. 

“  To  thofe  fa&ious  and  republican  fpirits,  who 
“  are  at  this  time  infidioufly  endeavouring  to  un- 
“  dermine  the  grand  bulwark  of  our  moil  excellent 
,<c  conftitu.tion,  a  plate  of  their  Coat  of  Arms  is  de- 
*c  dicated,  by  a  friend  to  church  and  king. 

■  c  Blazoning  of  the  Dijfenters  Coat  of  Arms .* 

cc  Field  fable.  A  difienting  magiftrate  fits  with 
■(  a  table  before  him,  holding  in  his  right  hand  a 
(C  pen,  in  his  left  hand  a  ferpent.  On  his  fhoulder 
<c  fits  a  toad  dictating  to  him.  Over  his  head  is  a 

pair  of  fcales  broken,  Or  within,  and  urgent.  One 
8  <c  hornet 
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cc  hornet  and  fix  wafps,  reprefenting  the  feven  united 
“  congregations.  Creft,  the  head  of  Janus,  party 
cc  per  pale,  fable,  and  or,  before  a  thorn  and  a  thiftle, 
cc  ilTuing  proper.  Motto.  To  him  we  owe  our  power . 

fC  Supporters 

‘ cc  Fraud  reprefented  with  the  body  of  a  woman, 
cc  with  a  double  face  young  and  old,  prefenting  the 
“  moft  fafcinating  to  the  unwary  objedfo  her  prey, 
cc  Her  attributes  are  an  angle  rod,  with  a  fifh  caught, 
■c  and  in  her  left  a  ferpent.  She  is  always  defcribed 
iC  with  the  legs  and  claws  of  a  vulture,  and  the  tail 
<c  of  a  fcorpion.  Deceit  is  reprefented  by  an  elder- 
cc  ly  matron  gayly  drafted,  holds  a  mafk  before  her 
<f  face,  and  on  her  bread;  two  hearts,  black  and  red, 
“  denoting  the  necefiity  of  an  external  appearance 
cc  to  cover  the  defigns  of  a  corrupt  mind.” 

N.  B.  There  is  fome  incorredtnefs  in  this  copy, 
but  I  have  not  feen  any  other. 


SECTION  V. 

Circumftances  previous  to  the  Riot ,  and  more  imme¬ 
diately  connected  with  the  Caufe  of  it. 

Several  circumftances,  previous  to 
the  riot,  Ihow  that  fome  fuch  thing  was  ex¬ 
pected  by  the  High  Church  party,  while  no  Dif- 
fenter,  though  expofed  to  the  mifehief,  apprehended 
any  fuch  matter.  A  clergyman  dining  at  the  An¬ 
chor,  at  Worcefter,  July  13,  faid  that,  u  If  there  was 

-  1  i«  • 
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“  any  dinner  at  Birmingham  the  next  day,  fome-* 

“  thing  would  fhew  itfelf  at  night,  and  that  it  was 
“  then  brewing.”  A  perfon  of  Birmingham  faid,  ] 

there  will  be  the  devil  to  pay  at  the  Hotel  to 
ic  day.  There  are  about  two  hundred  Prefbyte- 
<c  rians  met  there,  but  we  are  ready  for  them,  and 
£f  .{hall  be  their  matters  yet/* 

Mr.  Burn  reprefents  the  dinner  at  the  Hotel,  and 
the  hand-bill,  publifhed  a  few  days  before,  as  the  true 
caufes  of  the  riot.  <c  The  promoters  of  the  dinner,” 
he  fays,  p.  51,  were  chiefly  DifTenters ;  and  as  the 
“  defign  of  that  meeting  was  ftrongly  fufpedted, 

(C  thofe  gentlemen  became  the  object  of  popular  re- 
fC  fentment.”  But  that  both  the  dinner  and  the  hand¬ 
bill,  were  the  mere  pretences  for  the  violences  that 
were  committed,  is  evident  from  the  cry  of  the 
time,  which  had  no  relation  to  the  dinner.  Had  the 
fufferers  been  obnoxious  as  having  been  concerned 
in  die  dinner,  thofe  of  the  church  of  England,  who 
joined  in  it,  would  have  been  doubly  fo,  as  men  who 
had  deferted  their  friends,  and  joined  their  enemies  5 
but  no  member  of  the  eftablifliment,  though  prefent 
at  the  dinner,  fqffered  at  all ;  and  the  only  fufferers 
were  that  very  defeription  of  men  againft  whom  the 
popular  refentment  had  been  excited  feveral  years 
before,  viz,  the  Unitarian  DifTenters  in  general,  and 
myfelf  in  particular,  whether  we  were  prefent  at  the 
dinner,  or  concerned  in  promoting  it,  or  not. 


Qf 
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Of  the  principal  fufferers,  who  were  ten  in  all, 
only  three  were  at  the  dinner,  and  their  houfes  were 
the  laft  that  were  deftroyed.  On  thefe  ftriking  fadts 
i\o  comment  favourable  to  Mr*  Burn’s  hypothefis 

can  be  made* 


Mr*  Burn  fays,  p*  52,  that  «  the  effedb  which  the 
«  hand-bill  might  produce  on  the  lower  orders, 

«  was  very  juftly  and  ferioufly  apprehended.”  Now 
it  is  to  the  laft  degree  improbable  that  any  ferious 
effedt  was  ever  apprehended  from  it.  All  that  it 
invited  to  was  the  celebration  of  the  French  Revo¬ 
lution  i  yet  he  ftrangely  fays,  p.  47,  tc  The  objedt  of  it 
«  was,  in  the  apprehenfion  of  the  populace,  nothing 
«  lefs  than  the  immediate  overthrow  both  of  Church 
«  and  State.”  This  famous  hand-bill  is  ftill  extant, 
and  has  been  publifned  a  thoufand  times  more  by  the 
enemies  of  the  Diffenters  than  by  their  friends ;  and 
if  it  had  really  been  calculated  to  do  much  mifchief, 
k  muft  have  appeared  long  before  this  time. 

At  any  time  before  the  riot  it  was  exceedingly 
difficult  for  any  Diffenter  to  procure  a  copy  of  the 
hand-bill,  while  it  was  circulated  with  great  induftry 
among  church  people.  If  the  magiftrates  really  ap¬ 
prehended  a  riot  from  the  effedts,  either  of  the 
hand-bill,  which  few  Diffenters  had  feen,  or  from  the 
dinner,  which,  however,  few  propofed  to  attend,  why 
did  they  not  prepare  to  oppofe  it  by  fwearing  more 

conftables. 
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tonflables,  and  ufing  other  precautions  diredted  in 

the  Riot  A 61  ? 

\ 

If  the  governors  of  this  country  had  really  thought 
this  hand-bill  capable  of  doing  any  harm,  would 
they  not  have  fent  fol diets  to  Birmingham,  to  be  in 
readincfs  for  the  occafion  ?  A  copy  of  the  hand-bill 
was  in  the  fecretary  of  ftate’s  office  three  days  be- 
fore  the  dinner,  and  that  was  time  enough  for  the' 
purpofe.  Would  it  have  been  publifhed  at  full  length 
in  the  Gazette?  Or  wTould  Mr.  Dunda-s  have  recited 
it  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ?  This  publication, 
and  many  other  publications  of  it,  clearly  ffiews  that 
no  body  ever  apprehended  any  danger  from  it,  and 
that  the  llir  that  was  made  about  it  was  only  to 
throw  an  odium  upon  Diffienters,  who  were  rep  re- 
preferred  as  the  authors  of  it. 

A  letter  of  Dr.  Tatham’s,  in  which  the  anniverfary 
of  the  French  Revolution  was  called  an  illegal  and 
unccnJHtuticnal  a5ty  and  which  was  eagerly  circulated 
in  Birmingham  before  the  dinner,  contributed  much 
more  to  the  riot  than  this  hand-bill.  * 

The  fufpicion  of  the  fabrication  of  this  hand¬ 
bill  has  now  generally  fallen  upon  the  perfon  alluded 
to  by  Mr.  Burn  and  Mr.  Dundas.  It  is  well  known 
to  all  our  friends  that  I  had  no  connexion  with  that 
perfon,  and  that  he  was  leafl  of  all  likely  to  be  go¬ 
verned 
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verned  by  my  advice.  This,  however,  I  will  fay  for 
him,  that  though  he  thought  freely  on  the  fubjedts 
of  government  and  religion,  he  was  as  far  from  any 
thing  properly  feditious  as  Mr.  Burn  himfelf.  I«  be¬ 
lieve  him  to  be  an  honeft  and  well  meaning  man, 
though  I  never  thought  him  the  mo  ft  prudent.  It 
is  to  the  difgrace  of  this  country  that  fuch  a  perfon 
was  under  the  necefiity  of  leaving  it. 

At  the  time  of  my  writing  the  Appeal,  I  had  not 
the  leaf!;  fufpicion  of  this  perfon  being  the  author 
of  the  hand-bill,  and,  therefore,  thought  it  as  pro¬ 
bable  that  it  might  be  written  by  fome  of  the  High 
Church  party,  for  the  ufe  that  they  a&ualiy  made  of 
it,  as  by  the  DhTenters  who  iufFered  in  confluence 
of  it.  And  certainly,  they  who  forged  letters  for  the 
purpofe  of  exciting  the  rioters  to  do  us  mifchief^ 
were  capable  of  doing  this  with  the  fame  view.  The 
one  was  not  more  wicked  than  the  other.  Ad¬ 
mitting,  however,  that  a  Difienter  wrote  this  cele¬ 
brated  hand-bill,  and  that  it  was  as  heinous  a  thing 
as  cur  enemies  reprefent  it;  it  was  only  the  work  of 
one  man,  for  whofe  condudt  no  other  perfon  is  re- 
fponfibie.  No  perfon  concerned  in  the  dinner  had 
the  lead  knowledge  or  fufpicion  of  it  at  the  time,  as 
appears  by  their  public  advertifement. 

Depending  upon  fuch  accounts  as  were  given  me, 
with  refpect  to  tranfaclions  at  which  I  could  not  be 
prefent  myfelf,  I  had  laid  that,  beiides  the  dinner  at 

the 
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the  Hotel,  there  were  other  dinners  on  that  dt 
perfons  of  better  condition,  who  did  not  rife  fo  foon* 
or  fofober,  as  thofe  who  celebrated  the  French  Re¬ 
volution,  and  that  the  riot  commenced  at  the  break¬ 
ing  up  of  thefe  companies.  “  This,”  fays  Mr.  Burn* 
p.  58,  fC  \Sy  to  fay  the  leaft>  an  idle  fiction/’  ic  The 
<c  magiftrates,”  he  fays,  59,  cc  dined  at  one  of  our 
<f  inns  on  that  day,  and  for  the  exprefs  purpofe  of  b£- 
<c  ing  on  the  fpot,  in  cafe  their  interference  Ihould 

“  be  found  neceffary,  in  order  to  keep  the  peace.” 

'  \ 

Now  I  do  not  find,  on  farther  inquiry,  that 
there  was  more  than  one  fuch  dinner  as  I  have  d6- 
fcribed,  viz*  of  perjons  of  better  condition *  the  reft  being 
of  the  lower  orders,  though  not  all  of  the  lowefl, 
whole  alfembling,  whofe  horrid  execrations,  and 
whofe  intoxication,  Mr.  Burn  cannot  deny.  But  that 
the  other  dinner,  though  attended  by  the  magiftrates* 
anfwers  fufftciently  to  my  defcription,  there  is  evi¬ 
dence  enough. 

1  ■ 

The  High  Church  party  wjio  dined  at  the  Swan 
tavern  in  Bull-ftreet,  if  I  be  not  mifinformed,  ufed 
the  moll  horrid  execrations,  drank  damnation  to  the 
Trelbyterians,  and  prophefied  what  dreadful  havoc 
would  be  made.  A  perfon  who  heard  this  perfuaded 
thofe  who  dined  at  the  Hotel  to  difperfe ;  and  then  re¬ 
turning  to  the  company  at  the  Swan,  faid, <e  Gentle^ 
u  men,  your  fport  is  fpoiled,  the  company  is  breaking 

ups”  and  this  feemed  to  mortify  them  exceedingly. 

That 
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That  the  magillrates  themfelves,  and  no  doubt 
’other  perfons  of  their  party,  were  either  intoxicated, 
or  worfe,  at  the  breaking  up  of  this  meeting,  the 
Fafts  I  fhall  prefently  relate  abundantly  prove.  If 
they  ferioufly  meant  to  keep  the  peace,  their  meafures 
were  very  ill  laid,  and  certainly  had  no  fuccefs.  To 
pretend  that  they  feared  a  riot  from  the  friends  of 
the  revolution  dinner  is  too  abfurd  to  be  alleged. 
They  were  not  of  that  clafs  of  people;  and  there 
was  no  dinner,  or  preparations  for  any  dinner,  ex¬ 
cept  at  the  hotel. 

Among  other  circumftances  that  indicated  a 
defign  in  the  High  Church  party  to  promote  a 
riot,  I  mentioned  a  report  of  fome  fhops  being 
fhut  up,  that  the  workmen  might  be  at  liberty  for 
that  purpofe.  Of  this  Mr.  Burn  fays,  p.  51,  fc  If 

any  inftance  of  the  kind  does  really  exift,  it  has 
cc  eluded  our  refearch.”  He  adds,  that  cc  many 
tc  churchmen  took  pains  to  keep  their  men  in  the 
fC  fhops.”  Of  this  I  have  no  doubt.  The  generality 
of  the  Church  people  in  Birmingham  were  far 
from  favouring  the  rioters,  nor  have  I  ever  given 
that  idea  of  them.  The  promoters  of  the  riot  were 
a  few,  but  certainly  all  of  them  churchmen. 

The  Hate  of  the  town  of  Birmingham  is  Hill  fuch 
that  it  is  not  eafy  to  procure  poiitive  evidence 
againft  any  rioter,  or  favourer  of  the  riot;  nor  can 
it  be  deemed  extraordinary  that  I  fhould  in  fome 

E  inftances 
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inftances  have  been  milled  by  the  exaggerated 
ports  of  the  time,  when  I  wrote  my  Appeal.  Whe¬ 
ther,  however,  I  wrote  without  Jome  authority,  let 
the  reader  judge  from  the  following  circumilances. 
Mr.  Ruffel  remonilrating  with  one  of  the  rioters  at 
his  own  houfe,  he  laid,  u  What  would  you  have  U3 
u  do  ?  We  cannot  work,  for  our  mailers  turned  us 
u  out  of  the  fhop  on  Thurfday  morning,  and  de- 
<f  dared  we  fhould  not  enter  it  again  all  the  week.” 
The  name  of  the  man  was  Patric,  and  he  faid  his 
mailer  was  a  buckle -maker. 

It  is  pofiible  alfo,  that  the  Didenters  might  get 
the  idea  of  the  perfons  excluded  from  the  drops  being 
more  numerous  than  they  were,  from  the  following 
circumilance,  viz.  that  a  little  after  nine  o’clock,  on 
the  14th  of  July,  Mr.  Carles,  after  faying  to  the  riot¬ 
ers,  cc  Come,  my  boys,  huzza,”  added,  “  if  they  turn 
€c  you  out  of  work,  I  will  employ  you.”  What  he 
meant  by  that  language  he  beil  knows  himfelf.  It 
is,  I  own,  more  probable  that  his  meaning  was,  that 
if  the  Diilenters  ihould  turn  any  perfons  out  of  their 
fhops  for  having  been  concerned  in  the  riot*  Jre 
would  endeavour  to  find  employment  for  them. 

/  * 

That  too  many,  though  far  from  the  majority  of 
the  church  people  in  Birmingham,  favoured  the 
riot,  and  did  as  much  to  promote  it  as  the  ihutting 
up  their  fhops,  though  they  might  not  do  that  fpeci- 
fic  thing,  is  fufficiently  evident 5  and  therefore  this 

could 
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tould  not  of  itfelf  appear  improbable;  and  that 
great  numbers  of  the  common  manufa£turers  were 
well  enough  predifpofed  for  the  riot  is  evident  from 
the  following  circumflance.  On  the  13  th  of  July  a 
churchman  talking  about  the  intended  dinner,  faid, 
«  I  have  got  fifty  hands  in  my  fhop,  and  if  I  was  to 
«  go  to  them  to-morrow,  and  fay.  My  lads,  your 
<c  church  and  king  are  in  danger,  they  would  turn 
«  out  every  man  of  them,  and  break  every  window 

“  in  the  hotel.” 

Another  circumftance  that  I  (hall  mention  is  one 
that  I  own  I  do  not  perfectly  underftand ;  but  as  it 
has  been  mentioned  as  fome  evidence  that  even 
Mr.  Curtis  himfelf  expected  a  riot,  that  in  it  re- 
courfe  would  be  had  to  fire,  and  that  he  did  not 
wifh  luch  fire  to  be  foon  extinguifhed,  I  fhall  relate 
it,  that  Mr.  Curtis  may  have  an  opportunity  of  ex¬ 
culpating  himfelf 

The  keys  of  the  fire  engine  were  taken  by  him  out 
of  the  cuftody  of  the  perfon  who  ufually  kept  them, 
and  delivered  to  a  Mr.  Brooke,  a  cler&  in  his  own 
church,  who*  when  he  was  applied  to  for  them,  as 
the  rioters  were  demolifhing  the  old  meeting,  faid, 
that  he  had  orders  to  let  nobody  have  them.  At 
length,  however,  an  order  was  procured  from  the 
churchwarden,  who  expreffed  much  furprife  that 
this  fhould  be  necefiary ;  when  Mr.  Brooke  (find¬ 
ing  that  he  could  not  refufe  them)  faid,  Ck  If  you 

E  2  “  muft 
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“  muft  have  them,  you  lhall,  but  they  will  do  you 
tc  no  good;’’  which  was  actually  the  cafe,  the  en¬ 
gine  not  being  fuffered  to  play  on  any  but  the 
neighbouring  houfes* 

What  makes  this  {lory  the  more  extraordinary 
isy  that  it  appears  from  Mr.  Curtis's  own  account 
that,  in  the  courfe  *of  that  night,  the  clerk  went 
to  the  veftry,  and  there  wrote  a  letter,  which 
he  fen£  by  a  fpecial  meffenger  to  Mr.  Curtis, 
to  inform  him  that,  at  the  order  of  the  church¬ 
warden,  he  had  delivered  the  keys  of  the  engine. 
Does  not  this  look  like  anxiety  to  make  an  apology 
for  having  done  what  he  knew  would  not  be  pleaf- 
ing  to  his  fuperior?  It  behoves  Mn  Curtis  to  ex¬ 
plain  this  extraordinary  condudl  with  refpedt  to  the 
fire  engine,  with  which  it  does  not  appear  that  he 
had  any  thing  to  do* 

That  fomething  was  concerted  by  the  High 
Church  with  refpedl  to  the  Difienters  previous  to 
£he  dinner  is  evident  from  this  circumftance,  that 
a  DiiTenter,  but  not  known  to  be  one  by  Mr.  J* 
Green,  a  bufy  and  not  very  difcreet  man,  going  to 
him  about  bufmefs  the  day  before  the  riot,  ^received 
for  anfwer,  cc  I  have  not  time  to  fettle  your  account 
cc  now,  the  damned  Prefbyterians  give  me  fo  much 

trouble*  There  are  gentlemen  now  at  my  houfe 
cr  con  fulling  what  is  to  be  done  with  them.” 


SECTION 
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SECTION  VI. 

Circumftances  attending  the  Commencement  of'  the  Riot. 

I  SHALL  now  proceed  to  relate  fome 
circumftances  which  immediately  preceded,  and  ac¬ 
companied  the  not,  at  its  firft  breaking  cm ;  and  I 
think  they  will  fufficiently  prove  not  only  that  there 
was  no  exertion  on  the  part  of  the  mag'tftiaies,  o. 
any  of  the  principal  church  people  in  the  town,  to 
prevent  the  riot ;  but  that,  not  then  knowing  Low 
far  it  would  proceed,  many  of  them  were  well-wifhers 
to  it.  I  may,  no  doubt,  be  deceived;  but  all  the  par¬ 
ticulars  that  I  fnall  mention  have  been  voluntarily 
declared  upon  oath,  and  the  reporters  are  now  ready 
to  atteft  them  in  any  court  of  judicature,  when¬ 
ever  they  are  called  upon  to  do  it.  However,  let 
our  enemies  have  an  opportunity  of  vindicating 
themfelves :  they  have  the  fame  accefs  to  the  Public 

that  I  have,  and.  will  have  a  much  mo.e  favourable 
* 

hearing. 

When  the  company  were  going  to  the  hotel,  and 
the  mob  were  throwing  at  them,  the  judices,  who 
were  prefent,  took  no  notice  of  it,  and  did  not 
endeavour  to  difperfe  them.  Between  feven  and 
eight  o’clock  Mr.  Carles  and  Dr.  Spencer  were  in 
the  midft  of  the  mob,  in  palling  from  the  hotel  to- 

E  3  wards 
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wards  Bull-flreet,  and  feemed  to  encourage  them 
by  bowing  and  nodding  to  them.  When  fome  of  the 
mob  came  out  of  the  hotel,  where  they  had  been  to 
look  for  thofe  who  had  dined  there,  one  of  the  ma- 
giflrates,  Handing  upon  the  fleps,  took  off  his 
hat,  waved  it  round  his  head,  and  huzza’d  with 
them,  but  made  no  attempt  to  check  them  for  a 
quarter  of  an  hour,  while  the  witnefs  v/as  with 
them.  When  one  of  them  was  haranguing  the  mob 
on  the  fleps  of  the  hotel,  the  other  flood  behind 
him,  laughing  heartily,  and  hiding  his  face  with  his 
hat. 

When  the  windows  of  the  hotel  were  nearly  de- 
molifhed,  one  of  the  juflices  cried,  <c  Well  done,  my 
<c  lads,  well  done,  my  lads.  We  will  do  what  w$ 
fC  can  for  you;  and  if  I  had  it  in  my  power  I  would 
cc  make  you  all  drunk,”  A  little  after  nine  he  faid 
to  the  mob,  £C  Do  no  mifchief,  or  murder;  and  if 
<c  you  are  taken  up  in  a  right  caufe,  and  brought 
<c  before  us,  we  will  acquit  you:”  and  he  fhook 
hands  with  feveral  of  them,  One  of  the  rioters  afked 
the  juflices,  if  they  would  give  them  leave  to  fhake 
a  little  powder  out  of  Dr,  Prieflley’s  wig :  and  to 
this  they  made  no  anfwer,  but  laughed,  took  off 
their  hats,  waved  them  three  times,  and  huzza’d, 
One  of  them  faid,  again  cc  You  are  all  hearty  fel- 
£C  lows;  if  I  had  it  in  my  power  I  would  make  you, 
<c  all  drunk.”  A  boy  faying,  cc  Damn  them,  feize 
■“  all  the  Prefbyterians,”  one  of  them  put  his  hancj 
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on  the  boy’s  bead,  and  faid,  “  Well  done,  my  hearty 
“  chicken:  thou  art  a  damned  good  cock;”  and 
laughed.  The  mob  laughed  with  him,  and  huzza’d, 
crying,  Spencer  fcr  ever . 

The  moil  ferious  charge  againil  one  of  the  ma- 
giflrates  is  the  following:  while  the  rioters  were 
throwing  at  the  windows  oi  the  hotel,  he  faid,  c  My 
«  friends,  do  not  revenge  yourfelves  upon  this  man, 
<c  who  gets  his  living  by  making  dinners  for  gen- 
cc  tlemen.  If  you  wifli  to  be  revenged  upon  tverny 
fC  go  to  their  meetings.”  On  this  the  mob  cried, 
<c  To  the  new  meetings  the  juftice  will  protect  us.” 
They  were  fo  near  him,  that  he  muit  have  heard 
them.  A  young  man  of  my  congregation  told  me 
before  I  left  my  houfe,  that  he  was  {landing  clofe  by 
one  of  the  magiilrates  when  the  rioters  mentioned 
o-oino-  to  the  new  meeting,  and  that  he  laid  nothing 
%o  reilrain  them. 

While  the  fame  magiilrate  was  walking  up  Bull- 
ftreet  fome  of  the  rioters  followed  him,  and  among 
them  was  a  woman,  who  cried,  Cf  Damn  all  the 
ic  Prefbyterians  in  the  town  s”  but  at  this  the  ma- 
giilrate  only  laughed.  Being  incommoded  by  the 
crowd,  one  of  the  juilices  bid  them  not  follow  him. 
On  this  they  cried,  <c  Where  muil  we  go?”  He  an- 
fwered,  cc  Go  down  to  the  meeting  to  the  others.” 
They  then  went  to  the  new  meeting,  and  joined 
thofe  who  were  deilroying  it.  He  alfa  faid  to  them 
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at  the  fame  time,  cc  Do  no  other  mifchief  than  pul- 
<c  ling  down  the  meetings,  and  I  wilj  fcand  your 
cc  friend  as  far  as  lies  in  my  power.”  Afterwards, 
when  one  of  the  rioters,  who  was  demoliming  the 
new  meeting,  was  told  that  he  would  be  hanged  for 
it,  he  faid,  cc  No ;  for  juflice  Carles  fent  us  down 
hither,” 

1  ’ 

cc  It  is  but  junice,”  fays  Mr.  Burn,  p.  121,  Cf  to 
Mr.  Brooke,  at  that  time  under  fherifx,  acting 
cc  with  the  magift rates,  and  fmce  deputed  by  the 
cc  hundred  as  their  foie  folicitor  on  the  trials,  to  ob- 
“  ferve,  that  no  individual  appears  to  hr  ye  diked 
iC  more  by  his  perfonal  exertions  during  the  riots 
“  than  himfelf.”  I  have  no  objection  to  admitting 
this  with  refpehl  to  Mr.  Brooke,  or  any  other  per- 
fon,  after  the  riot  had  proceeded  farther  than  they 
wifhed,  in  confequence  of  which  they  might  think 
they  had  particular  reafon  to  be  apptehenfive  for 
themfelvcs ;  but  the  queftion  is,  how  they  behaved 
at  the  commencement  of  the  riot ;  and  at  that  time 
there  is  clear  evidence  of  feveral  perfons  having 
given  them  too  much  encouragement. 

The  mob  being  affembled  before  Mr.  Brooke’s 
houfe,  which  is  very  near  the  hotel,  a  perfon  in' a 
green  coat  addreffed  them  in  a  low  voice,  defiring 
them  to  go  from  thence,  and  faying,  that  if  they 
would  go  to  the  new  meeting,  he  would  order  a 
sogfhead  of  ale  for  them  when  they  came  back.  They 
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afking  him  for  fometning  in  hand,  he  appeared  to  give 
them  money,  having  put  his  hand  into  his  pock¬ 
et.  Of  this  circumftance  there  are  two  witneftes. 
But  previous  to  this  he  afked  a  young  man  who 
was  in  the  crowd,  whether  he  thought  they  knew 
him.  He  then  held  up  his  arm,  and  pointed  to- 
'  wards  the  new  meeting,  and  they  immediately  cried, 
“  To  the  new  meeting whither  they  went,  and 
in  five  minutes  few  were  left  behind.  Before  this, 
when  the  mob  were  breaking  the  windows  of  the 
hotel,  Mr.  Brooke  came  out  of  his  houfe,  and  Mrs. 
Brooke  being  apprehenfive  of  fome  mifchief  to  him, 
the  rioters  faid,  We  will  not  hurt  Mr.  Brooke; 

we  will  pull  down  any  houfe  Mr.  Brooke  has  a 
‘c  mind.”  This,  however,  they  might  have  faid  with 
refpedt  to  a  penon  with  whom  they  had  had  no  pre¬ 
vious  communication. 

SECTION  VII. 

Of  the  Conduct  of  the  Magiftrates ,  and  others ,  after 
the  Commencement  of  the  Riot . 

Th  E  fadls  related  in  the  preceding  fection 
fufficiendy  prove  that  there  was  no  difpofition  in 
tne  magiftrates,  or  the  high  church  party  in  gene¬ 
ral,  to  check,  but  rather  to  promote,  the  riot  at  its 
commencement.  Other  fadh  as  clearly  prove  that 
this  difpofition  continued  till  the  deftrudtion  of  both 

die 
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the  meeting  houfes,  and  of  every  thing  belonging 
to  me.  When  the  rioters  proceeded  to  attack  the 
houfes  of  Mr.  Ryland  and  Mr.  Taylor,  there  is  no 
doubt  that  the  greateft  enemies  of  the  DifTenters  were 
alarmed,  and  wifhed  to  fupprefs  the  rioters ;  but  hav¬ 
ing  encouraged  them  before,  they  were  at  a  lofs  how 
to  proceed,  and  at  all  events  were  determined  not  to 
have  recourfe  to  fir  e- arms  y  though  there  was  no  doubt 
but  that  this  would  have  been  effectual  in  any  period  of 
the  bufinefs.  After  the  pofitive  encouragement  given 
to  the  rioters,  the  reafon  of  this  conduct  was  evident. 

Several  of  the  circumftances  that  I  fhall  now 
knention  alfo  clearly  fhew  that  the  proper  object  of 
the  riot  was  the  Dijfentersy  and  nothing  relating  to 
the  dinner,  or  the  French  revolution.  The  handbill, 
alfo,  which  had  no  relation  but  to  the  French  revo¬ 
lution,  would  have  been  as  much  forgotten  as  the 
dinner,  had  it  not  been  for  the  idea  of  its  being 
written  by  myfelf  or  fome  other  Diflenter.  Thofe 
things  had  fufficiently  anfwered  their  purpofe,  and 
the  mob  proceeded  on  its  natural  and  original  prin¬ 
ciple,  the  bigotry  of  the  church  people  againfl  the 
DifTenters.  In  what  follows  I  fhall  firft  relate  the 
circumftances  that  refpedt  the  conduct  of  the  ma- 
giftrates,  then  that  of  the  clergy,  and  afterwards  that 
of  other  perfons. 

About  five  o’clock  in  the  morning  of  the  15  th, 
when  the  rioters  were  deftroying  my  houfe,  one  of 

:  the 
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the  magiflrates  rode  up  to  it,  raifed  his  arm,  and 
beckoning  to  them,  faid,  <f  Come  hither,  my  good 
hearty  boys.”  When  they  were  gathered  round 
him,  he  bade  them  take  off  their  hats,  and  huzza, 
which  they  did,  and  he  did  the  fame  feveral  times. 
He  then  faid,  cf  I  commend  you  for  what  you  have 
cc  done,  and  will  prote<ff  you  for  it.  No  fire  ;  re- 

cc  turn  to  your  work.”  They  huzza’d,  and  when  he 

% 

was  gone,  they  returned  to  the  houfe,  and  continued 
to  demolifh  it,  crying,  as  my  fon,  who  heard  them, 
faid,  cc  Spencer  for  ever.”  The  reafon  he  gave 
why  he  would  not  have  them  hurt  the  houfe  was, 
that  it  belonged  to  Mr.  Lloyd,  a  quaker.  It  had 
lately  belonged  to  him,  but  had  been  fold  to  Mr. 
William  Humphry's, 

Between  nine  and  ten  the  fame  day  the  other 
jnagiftrate  coming  along  Bale  End  in  a  chaife,  and 
the  people  gathering  round  him,  he  took  off  his  hat, 
waved  it  out  of  the  window,  and  cried,  “  Church 
<c  and  King  for  ever ,  my  lads .  Be  true  to  your 

“  caufe ;  flick  to  your  caufe,  Be  of  my  determL 
fc  nation,  to  lofe  the  laft  drop  of  blood  in  your  bo- 
cc  dies:  it  is  my  determination  to  lofe  the  laft  drop 
of  mine.  Do  not  leave  thefe  Prefbyterian  dogs 
“  a  place  Handing.”  He  then  huzza’d  again,  cry¬ 
ing,  Church  and  King ,  and  the  mob  did  the  fame. 
At  two  o’clock,  however,  on  the  fame  day,  when 
Mr.  Ryland’s  houfe  was  burning,  he  faid  to  the 
voters*  “  Yqu  have  gone  paft  what  you  were  or- 

(<  deredf* 
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cc  deiced.”  Both  the  magiftrates  faw  a  man  feized 
for  carrying  off  three  bottles  from  Mr.  Ryland  s 
houfe  without  taking  any  notice  of  it  i  and  the  man 
was  fet  at  liberty. 

That  die  rioters  took  it  for  granted  that  the  ma- 
giftrates  favoured  them  there  can  be  no  doubt; 
though  it  is  natural  to  fuppofe  that,  liking  the  bufi- 
nefs,  they  would  make  the  moil  of  every  circum- 
flance  of  that  kind./  Some  of  the  rioters  being 
taken  into  cufcody  at  Hay-hall,  the  refidence  of 
Mr.  Smith,  others  came,  as  they  faid,  by  order  of 
Mr.  Carles,  to  demand  their  releafe,  faying  diey  did 
not  come  to  do  any  damage  to  the  lioufe. 

At  my  houfe  the  rioters  faid,  <c  The  juftices 
(c  will  protefl  us ;  we  fhall  not  be  hurt ;  we  may  do 
€C  what  we  pleafe,  but  not  burn  the  houfe.”  They 
repeatedly  faid  in  the  courfe  of  that  night,  u  We 
“  wifh  we  had  the  dofcor  locked  up  in  one  of  the 
?c  rooms,  we  would  burn  him  alive ;  or  if  he  had 

come  to  the  hotel,  we  would  have  killed  him.” 

Mr.  Carpenter,  of  Woodrow,  at  fome  diftance 
from  Birmingham,  meeting  a  party  of  the  rioters 
who  did  not  know  him,  faid  they  were  going  to 
burn  his  houfe  by  orders  from  juftice  Carles.  Or$ 
his  remonftrating  to  them,  they  perffted  in  faying, 
they  had  juftice  Carles’s  orders  for  it,  and  down  it 
fhould  come.  On  Mr.  Carpenter  applying  to  Mr. 

Carles 
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Carles  afterwards  for  the  affiftance  of  the  foldiers, 
he  infulted  him,  by  afking  him  if  he  ever  knew  an 
honeft  Preibyterian  on  the  Lickey  ?  his  houfe  being 
on  a  hill  fo  called.  He  was  not  only  refufed  the 
foldiers  for  whom  he  applied*  but  could  not  obtain 
leave  to  feize  any  of  the  rioters  without  them. 

That  the  rioters  had  been  led*  by  fome  means  or 
other*  to  imagine  that  what  they  did  was  agreeable 
to  government*  is  as  evident  as  that  they  thought 
they  were  pleafmg  the  magiftrates.  Soon  after  the 
riot*  one  man  was  heard  to  fay  to  another,  “  Well, 
«  if  any  body  is  hanged  for  it*  the  king  may  fight 
£f  for  himfelf  another  time  :  for  I  am  fare  nobody 
“  elfe  will  fight  for  him/’  At  the  time  that  the 
rioters  were  demolifhing  the  old  meeting*  one  of 
them  faid  to  another,  cc  This  is  not  right but  the 
other  replied,  cc  Nay,  but  the  king  has  fent  us,  and 
if  we  do  not  do  it,  he  will  loon  lofe  his  crown.’* 
On  the  Saturday,  when  the  rioters  were  hunting 
fome  ducks,  and  were  talking  of  the  foldiers  com¬ 
ing*  one  of  them  faid,  cc  What  if  they  do,  they  will 
cc  not  hurt  us,  as  we  have  been  fighting  on  their 
fC  fide.  The  ju  dices  are  for  us.  Did  you  not  fee 
how  they  laughed  r;* 

That  the  magiilrates  were  determined  not  to  have 
recourfe  to  fire  arms,  though  this  appeared  to  be 
the  only  effe&ual  method  of  quelling  the  mob,  was 
evident  from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the  bufi- 

nefs  j 
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aefs;  and  that  they  fhould  not  have  done  this,  if  the/ 
had  been  confcious  to  themfelves  that  they  had 

given  no  encouragement  to  the  rioters,  I  cannot  Well 
Conceive. 

In  the  afternoon  of  the  fifteenth,  Capt.  Maxwell 
propofed  to  Mr.  Carles  to  colled  all  the  foldiers  in 
the  town,  and  head  them  himfelf,  faying  he  had  no 
doubt  but  that  he  fhotild  be  able  to  put  a  fpeedy 
Hop  to  the  riot;  but  Mr.  Carles  turned  from  him  with 
ftrong  marks  of  difapprobation  in  his  countenance. 
Mr.  Ruffel,  as  early  in  the  bufinefs  as  poffible,  ap¬ 
plied  to  Mr.  Carles  to  fend  for  a  military  force  to 
quell  the  mob,  and  likewife  propofed  to  head  any 
number  of  men  furnifhed  with  fire  arms*  He  wrote 
to  him  to  defire  that  twenty  men  might  be  fent  to 
affifl  in  the  defence  of  Mr.  Humphrys’s  houfe.  But 
no  requeft  of  this  kind  was  ever  liflened  to,  and  at 
twelve  o’clock  on  Saturday  he  received  a  note  from 
Mr.  Carles,  informing  him  that  both  himfelf  and 
Dr.  Spencer  were  determined  upon  pacific  mea- 
fures.  Mr.  Hutton’s  fervant  having  pricked  one  of 
the  rioters  with  a  bayonet,  and  the  party  afterwards 
coming  before  the  juftices,  Mr.  Carles  remarked, 
and  Dr.  Spencer  acquiefced  in  it,  that  he  had  no  right 
to  ufe  arms,  except  the  other  perfon  had  been  armed 
in  the  fame  manner. 

That  any  of  the  clergy  of  Birmingham  had  the 
lead  concern  in  the  riot,  or  were  at  all  well-wifhers 

to 
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to  it,  I  was  far  from  having  any  idea  at  the  time  of 
writing  my  Appeal,  though  Mr.  Burn  has  more 
than  infinuated  this.  I  only  thought  they  had  con¬ 
tributed  to  raife  the  fpirit  which  produced  the  riot. 
Circumftances  have  fince  occurred  which,  I  own, 
do  lead  me  to  think  that  Mr.  Curtis  was  not  wholly 
innocent.  At  lead,  whatever  might  be  his  mean¬ 
ing,  his  behaviour  contributed  not  a  little  to  encou¬ 
rage  the  rioters.  One  circumftance  I  mentioned  in 
a  preceding  fe&ion,  and  two  others  I  fhall  recite 
here. 

Being  with  a  party  of  the  rioters  oppofite  to  St. 
Martin’s  church,  he  thanked  them  for  what  they 
had  done  in  prote&ing  the  church  and  the  king. 
He  then  took  off  his  hat,  joined  in  three  huzzas, 
and  wifhed  them  to  follow  him,  which  they  did. 

On  Friday,  as  the  mob  were  returning  from  the 
deftrudtion  of  Mr.  Ryland’s  houfe,  Mr.  Curtis 
harangued  them  at  the  top  of  Temple  Street,  fay¬ 
ing,  <(  We  thank  you,  my  brave  fellows,  for  the 
tc  zeal  you  have  fhov/n  for  the  church  and  the  king. 
«  You  have  now  fufhcientiy  punifhed  your  enemies, 
<f  and  we  beg  you  will  difperfe,  and  go  peaceably 
4C  about  your  bufineis.”  Being  thanked  for  what 
they  had  done,  they  might  think  that  they  could 
not  be  blamed  for  doing  a  little  more. 

Mr.  Curtis,  willing  to  appear  friendly  to  the  Dif- 

E  8  fenters. 
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fenters,  during  the  riot,  now  fays  in  Mr.  Burn’s 
pamphlet,  p.  90,  <c  During  the  riots  my  houfe 
cc  at  Solyhull  was  open  to  a  Difienter  and  his 
“  family,  and  the  children  of  another  family  were 
<c  literally  clothed  by  Mrs.  Curtis.”  That  Mr. 
Curtis  had  a  real  good  will  to  many  individuals 
among  the  DiiTenters,  I  have  no  doubt,  and  that  he 
wifhed  the  deftrudtion  of  any  of  us  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve. 

v  r 

But  there  was  little  to  boaft  of  in  his  condud  in 
the  cafe  to  which  he  refers.  The  Diflfenter  that  he 
received  into  his  houfe  was  old  Mr.  Smith  of  Hay 
Hall,  a  man  univerfally  refpeded,  and  who,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  has  no  enemy;  fo  that  he  ran  no  rifle  in  re¬ 
ceiving  him.  Confcious,  however,  that  he  himfelf 
was  not  very  popular  in  his  parifh,  and  that  many 
perfcns  might  wifh  for  a  pretence  to  do  him  mif- 
chief,  at  Mr.  Curtis’s  own  requeft,  Mr.  Smith  re¬ 
moved  to  the  houfe  of  Mr.  Eyre,  another  clergyman 
of  the  place,  who  was  ready  to  run  all  rifques  in 
protecting  him.  There,  and  not  at  Mr.  Curtis’s, 
Mr.  Smith  flept ;  and  the  next  day,  to  the  great 
concern  of  Mr.  Eyre,  Mr.  Smith  was  induced,  from 
the  alarm  of  the  neighbours,  to  remove. 

As  to  Mrs.  Curtis  literally  clothing  the  children  of 
a  family  of  Difienters,  I  have  no  doubt  of  her  rea- 
dinefs  to  do  it  in  a  cafe  of  real  charity.  But  it  will 
not  be  fuppofed  that,  in  this  cafe,  fhe  could  look 

for 
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for  no  recompenfe  except  at  the  refurreffion  of  the 
juft,  when  it  is  known  that  thefe  children  were  thofe 
of  Mr.  Taylor.  They  had  gone  out  during  the 
riot  with  the  maid  fervartt  who  attended  them,  and 
were  brought  to  the  houfe  of  two  ladies*  who  lived 
not  far  from  Solyhull.  Thefe  ladies,  being  un¬ 
married,  had  no  change  of  clothes  for  children,  and 
therefore  they  fent  to  Mrs.  Curtis  to  borrow  fome 
while  their  own  were  walking,  and  fhe  fupplied 
them.  It  would  have  been  very  extraordinary,  in¬ 
deed,  if  fhe,  or  any  other  perfon,  who  had  chil¬ 
dren’s  clothes  in  the  houfe,  had  refufed  fuch  a  re- 
queft  as  this. 

When  the  rioters  were  demolilhing  the  new  meet¬ 
ing,  another  of  the  clergy  is  faid  to  have  encouraged 
them  by  faying,  cc  Well  done,  my  lads.  When  you 
<c  have  done  here,  go  and  pull  down  their  houfes 
*(  too.’* 

Mr.  Burn  fays,  p.  94,  Mr.  Lawrence  (a  cler- 
cc  gym  an  in  Birmingham)  and  another  gentleman 
c<  exerted  their  utmoft  endeavours  to  fave  the  Doc- 
tor’s  laboratory.”  That  Mr.  Lawrence  was  no 
rioter,  and  did  not  himfelf  affift  in  the  deftruftion  of 

4 

my  property,  I  readily  acknowledge.  But  it  does 
not  appear  that  he  took  any  pains  to  reftrain  the 
rioters  when  they  were  demolilhing  the  houfe* 
On  the  contrary,  they  confidered  him  as  their 
friend.  Mr*  Lawrence  was  alfo  obferved  to  be  read¬ 
ing  feveral  of  my  MS.  papers,  and  to  put  them 
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into  his  pocket.  What  he  did  with  them  af¬ 
terwards  does  not  appear.  He  muft  have  known 
that,  being  my  property,  he  ought  to  have  returned 
them  to  me,  or  to  my  friends.  If  they  were  letters, 
he  ought  not,  as  a  man  of  honour,  to  have  read 
them  at  all. 

In  what  light  the  rioters  confidered  Mr.  Law¬ 
rence,  may  appear  from  the  following  circumflance. 
When  he  went  to  the  houfe  the  fecond  time,  in  the 
morning  of  the  fifteenth,  the  rioters  at  my  houfe 
repeatedly  faid  that  Mr.  Lawrence  had  been  there, 
that  they  were  fure  he  thought  they  were  doing 
right,  for  he  laughed  at  them,  and  they  wimJd  be 
damned  if  they  would  not  go  on.  Some  of  them 
fhook  him  by  the  hand,  crying  out,  “  The  curate 
<f  of  the  new  church.  By  God.  By  God.”  They 
continued  to  fur  round  him,  and  to  fhake  him  by 
the  hand  near  half  an  hour,  while  he  only  de- 
fired  them  to  loofe  him,  but  expreffed  no  difap- 
probation  of  their  conduit. 

At  the  fame  time  that,  in  my  own  vindication,  I 
mention  thefe  particulars  of  the  conduit  of  fome  of 
the  clergy  of  Birmingham,  with  the  greateft  fatif- 
faition  I  do  juftice  to  Mr.  Darwell,  who  was  in¬ 
defatigable  in  his  exertions  in  favour  of  Mr.  Jukes, 
and  I  believe  of  other  Diffenters. 

That  the  rioters  confidered  the  clergy  as  being 
favourable  to  them,  may  eafily  be  inferred  from  every 

circumftance. 
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cii'cumftance,  which  (lie wed  that  the  DifTenters,  as 
fuch,  were  the  objedt  of  their  malice.  When  Mr. 
Ryland’s  houfe  was  burning  one  of  the  magiftrates, 
pointing  to  the  church,  faid,  cc  You  fee  your 
cc  church,  you  have  done  your  belt  for  it.  Do  not 
cc  do  any  more.  We  are  much  obliged  to  you; 
u  you  fee  your  ftrength,”  &c.  &c.  Mr.  Carles  faid 
to  Mr.  W.  Ryland,  and  two  other  DifTenters  who 
were  following  him  in  the  ftreet,  on  the  fifteenth, 
that  they  muft  not  come  after  him,  for  as  they  were 
known  to  be  DifTenters,  it  would  only  irritate  the 
mob,  and  make  them  more  violent  but  when  he 
came  to  the  inn  where  Mr.  Carles  had  promifed  to 
meet  him,  he  found  the  door  fhut  againft  him. 

That  other  perfons  befides  the  magiftrates  and 
the  clergy  were  favourable  to  the  rioters,  and  ap¬ 
proved  of  much  of  what  they  did,  appeared  from  fe- 
veral  circumftances.  On  the  fifteenth,  about  noon, 
Mr.  J.  Green  faid,  cc  We  are  fatisfied  with  what  is 

done,  and  now  I  wifli  they  would  give  over,  for 
cc  they  have  done  enough.”  On  the  fame  day  the 
gentleman  in  he  green  coat,  one  inftance  of  whole 
conduct  has  been  mentioned  before,  being  at  the  houfe 
of  Mr.  Ryland,  pulled  off  his  hat,  and  huzzaed  to  the 
rioters,  faying,  cc  Gentlemen,  I  applaud  you  for  what 
“  you  have  done,  but  flop  here.  This  is  private 
cc  property.  Though  thefe  arc  the  men  who  wifh  to 
c<r  overturn  the  conftitution,  we  have  other  means  of 

F  2  “  redrefs.” 


68  An  Appeal  to  the  Public 

cc  redrefs.”  The  mob,  however,  continued  to  de- 
ftroy  the  houfe. 

At  Sparkbrook  turnpike  three  gentlemen  being 
on  horfeback,  were  converfing  very  familiarly  with 
the  rioters,  while  my  houfe  was  burning;  when  one 
of  them  faid  aloud,  cc  My  lads,  you  fee  your  power; 
tc  you  fee  that  if  any  attempt  is  made  againft  the 
£C  government  of  this  country,  you  have  it  in  your 
“  power  to  qua  fh  it.J> 

That  fome  perfons  above  the  condition  of  the 
common  rioters  were  deeply  concerned  in  the  bulk 
nefs,  appeared  from  many  circumflances,  be  Tides 
thofe  that  are  mentioned  in  my  Appeal.  The  forged 
letter,  which  was  read  at  my  houfe,  in  order  to  in- 
ftigate  the  mob  to  do  me  mifchief,  is  alone  a  proof 
of  this,  and  a  copy  of  it  will  appear  in  my  Appendix, 
No.  V.  When  I  was  at  Warwick,  at  the  time  of  the 
affizes,  I  received  a  fummons  from  our  opponents, 
the  hand  writing  of  which  could  not  be  diftin- 
guifhed  from  that  of  this  forged  letter.  I  have  no 
doubt  myfelf  who  the  writer  of  this  forged  letter  wa% 
though  no  legal  proof  can  be  given  of  it. 

Another  forged  letter  was  read  at  Mr.  RufTeir& 
houfe,  a  copy  of  which  could  not  be  procured,  but 
the  following  account  of  it  is  given  upon  oath.  Two 
men  were  on  horfeback  while  the  houfe  was  burn¬ 
ing, 
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in g,  and  one  of  them  read  a  paper,  which  he  de¬ 
clared  he  had  found  in  the  houfe,  purporting  that 
<c  the  Prelbyterians  intended  to  rife,  to  burn  down 
<{  the  church,  blow  up  the  parliament,  cut  off  the 
cc  king’s  head,  and  abolifh  all  taxes.”  The  paper 
was  figned  E.  Jefferies ,  No.  24,  St,  Ehomas's  Street , 
London,  The  16th  of  Augult,  they  faid  was  the 
time  fixed  for  the  infurre&ion.  The  perfon  who 
read  the  paper  faid,  Cf  Damn  it,  you  fee  they 
«  would  deftroy  us.  It  is  right  that  we  fhould 
“  crufh  them  in  time.” 

They  had  alfo  another  letter,  which  one  of  the 
perfons  prefent  faid  was  to  know  how  many  forces 
Mr.  Ruffel  could  colled  by  the  tenth,  and  that  they 
fhould  be  ready  to  join  in  concert  with  their  friends 
in  Scotland.  This  letter  was  faid  to  be  figned  by 
the  fteward  of  the  Revolution  fociety.  He  that 
had  this  letter  faid,  Damn  them,  we  will  deftroy 
<c  every  Prefbyterian’s  houfe  in  England.”  A 
ftranger,  who  was  prefent,  faying  that  fome  of  the 
rioters  would  be  hanged  for  what  they  were  doing, 
one  of  them  anfwered,  Ci  Howt  can  they  hang  us, 
cc  when  the  jultices  fet  us  agait  ?”  Being  afked 
what  jultices,  he  faid,  cc  Mafter  Carles  and  Mafter 
(c  Spencer,  and  I  muff  do  the  jultices’  work,  and  by 
iC  God  I  will  go  to  the  pay  table  to  night,  for  I 
“  have  worked  damned  hard.  Wont  you,  Tom?” 
Tom  anfwered,  cc  And  by  God  will  I.”  The  per- 

F  3  fon 


7$  An  Appeal  to  the  Public 

fon  who  read  one  of  thefe  forged  letters  was  fo  de~ 
fcribed  as  to  be  well  known  in  Birmingham. 

Hie  following  circumftances  alfo  fhew  that  there  - 
were  promoters  of  the  riot  among  perfons  of  better 
condition,  and  that  they  difguifed  themfelves  for  the 
purpofe.  While  the  New  Meeting  was  deflroying, 
a  perfon  was  there  who  had  the  appearance  of  a 
gentleman,  his  linen  being  fine,  and  with  ruffles 
tucked  up.  He  was  very  anxious  to  have  the  meet- 
ing-houfe  confumed,  and  flood  two  hours  viewing  it. 
The  fame  perfon  was  feen  at  Mr.  RufTeH’s,  but  dif¬ 
ferently  drefled,  and  on  horfeback. 

After  the  rioters  had  entered  the  Old  Meeting,  a 
perfon  was  feen  in  the  gallery,  who  had  the  ap¬ 
pearance  of  a  gentleman,  but  who  endeavoured  to 
difguife  himfelf  with  a  great  coat,  the  cape  of 
which  he  buttoned  up  as  high  as  he  could,  and  his 
hat  was  brought  down  very  low.  Three  or  four 
perfons  came  up  to  him,  and  converfed  with  him  in 
whifpers.  One  of  the  rioters,  knowing  the  witnefs, 
aimed  a  blow  at  him,  fo  that  he  left  them, 

✓  * 

At  Mofely  Hall  alfo  a  perfon  was  feen  above  the 
lowrer  clafs  with  a  riding  coat  buttoned  up  to  his  chin, 
and  which  covered  a  great  part  of  his  head  and  face. 
He  went  about  in  a  deliberate  manner,  nivino;  or«? 

y  o  o 

ders*  which  were  obeyed.  There  were  feveral  pern 

fons 
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fons  dre fled  like  gentlemen  at  Mr.  Humphrys’s,  but 
efpecially  at  Mr.  RuflTel’s,  encouraging  the  rioters, 
laughing  at  them,  and  faying  they  ferved  the  Pref- 
byterians  right,  for  they  deferved  it.  The  lafl:  cir- 
cumftance  that  I  fhall  mention  with  this  view  is, 
that  a  lady,  in  a  mixed  company,  unwarily  faid, 
cc  I  very  often  laugh  to  think  what  a  figure  our 
<f  three  dons  would  cut,  one  in  a  waggoner’s  frock, 
<c  another  with  his  face  blacked,  and  the  other  with 
cc  his  hair  cropped.”  But  a  hint  being  given  that  a 
Diflenter  was  in  the  company,  fhe  proceeded  no 
farther. 


SECTION  VIII. 

Circiwft  antes  JubJequent  to  the  Riot . 

HAVING  confldered  what  palled  pre¬ 
vious  to  the  riot,  and  during  the  continuance  of 
it,  as  a  proof  that  it  originated  in  the  bigotry  of 
the  High  Church  people  againil  the  DuTenters,  I 
proceed  to  what  palled  fubfequent  to  it ;  and  it 
will  fufhciently  appear  that  the  iame  malignant  fpirit 
continued  to  actuate  many  perfons  in  Birmingham, 
in  its  vicinity,  and  indeed  through  the  whole  king¬ 
dom  ;  fo  that  the  news  of  it  was  far  from  being  fo 
difpleaflng  as  it  ought  to  have  been. 


The  conduct  of  the  magiftrates,  which  has  been 
fliewn  to  have  been  fo  criminally  remifs,  to  fpeak  in 
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the  moil  favourable  manner,  could  not  but  have 
been  known  to  the  generality  of  the  people  of  Bir¬ 
mingham,  and  yet  at  a  public  town’s  meeting, 
u  certainly,”  fays  Mr.  Burn,  p.  80,  “  one  of  the 
cc  mofc  numerous,  unanimous,  and”  as  he  adds, 
u  refpedtable,  ever  convened  at  Birmingham,  called 
€£  for  the  exprefs  purpofe  of  thanking  our  magif- 
cc  trates,  there  did  not  appear  any  one  fa£t  that; 

would  juftify  them  in  withholding  their  warmefl 

% 

C£  acknowledgments  from  thofe  gentlemen.” 

That  any  public  meeting  fnould  be  called  to  thank 
perfons  whofe  conduft  was  fo  culpable,  as  that  of 
Mr.  Carles  and  Dr.  Spencer,  involved  all  concerned 
in  that  meeting  (though  I  believe  a  fmall  part  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Birmingham)  provided  they  were 
acquainted  with  the  circumftances  above  mentioned, 
in  the  guilt  of  the  riot.  Mr.  Burn  himfelf,  by  join¬ 
ing  in  this  approbation,  voluntarily  takes  his  fhare 
in  this  guilt*  and  I  fhould  not  otherwife  have  thought; 
of  charging  him  with  it, 

A  proof  of  bigotry,  and  of  an  approbation  of  the 
riot,  fimilar  to  that  which  is  implied  in  the  thanks 
to  the  magiftrates,  is  the  reward  that  was  given  to 
Mr,  Brooke,  in  making  him  fo{e  folicitor  to  the 
hundred.  To  this  lucrative  office  he  was  recom¬ 
mended  by  lord  Alesford,  cc  for  the  zeal  that  he  had 
<c  flhewn  in  the  caufe  of  the  Church  and  King.”  A 
club  has  fince  been  formed  in  Birmjngham,  inti  tied, 

Xk 
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*fhe  Church  and  King  Club,  of  which  Mr.  Brooke  is 
fecretary. 

Mr.  Burn  would  infinuate,  p.  67,  that  my  con- 
du6t,  in  criminating  the  High  Church  party  in  Bir¬ 
mingham,  is  condemned  by  thofe  Diffenters  who  in 
a  public  advertifement  thanked  thofe  members  of 
the  eftablifhment  who  had  exerted  themfelves  in  their 
favour.  As  many  of  them  certainly  did  fo,  thofe 
thanks  were  well  deferved,  and  proper.  “  But 
<c  from  this,”  Mr,  Burn  fays,  p.  68,  cc  it  lufHciendy 
<c  appears,  that  Dr.  Prieflley,  in  his  infidious  ma- 
<c  nagement  of  this  bufinefs,  a£ts  as  much  in  oppo- 

fition  to  the  avowed  opinion  of  the  refpedtable  body 
iC  of  Diffenters  in  Birmingham,  as  he  has  done  to 
*c  the  clearefl  dictates  of  candour  and  truth.”  This* 
indeed,  is  true:  becaufe  it  does  not  yet  appear  that 
I  have  in  any  inftance  adted  contrary  to  the  didlates 
of  candour  and  truth.  I  lhould  myfelf  have  cheer¬ 
fully  concurred  in  that  addrefs  of  thanks,  and  I  now 
acknowledge  myfelf  under  much  obligation  to  feve- 
ral  members  of  the  church  of  England  for  affifting 
in  faving  part  of  my  property,  and  to  Mr.  Vale  in 
particular,  for  materially  affifting  me  in  my  efcape. 
But  how  is  this  inconfiftent  with  other  members 
of  the  church  of  England  being  concerned  in  pro¬ 
moting  the  riot?  Becaufe  fome,  or  the  majority  of 
any  clafs  of  men,  are  worthy  perfons,  does  it  fol¬ 
low  that  others  of  them  may  not  be  even  deferving 
pf  the  gallows  ?  Such,  however,  is  the  reafoning  of 
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Mr.  Burn,  and  a  fpecimen  of  the  belt  of  his  reafon- 
ing  in  this  pamphlet. 

That  there  was  a  great  willingnefs  in  fome  of 
the  principal  members  of  the  church  of  England 
to  criminate  me>  and  thereby  in  fome  meafure  to 
juftify  the  riot,  appeared  from  many  circumftances. 
The  following  look  at  leaft  that  way.  Mr.  Carles 
and  Mr.  Bond  (a  juflice  of  peace  fent  down  by  go¬ 
vernment)  went  on  Saturday,  July  23,  to  Mr. 
Hawkes  of  the  Grove,  who  had  fome  of  my  books 
and  papers,  and  demanded  a  fight  of  them.  When 
they  had  examined  many  of  them,  they  ordered 
him  to  fend  them  to  them  the  next  day;  but  after¬ 
wards  fent  him  word,  that  he  did  not  need  to  do  it. 

But  the  fame  difpofition  appeared  much  more 
Itrongly  by  Mr.  Curtis  reading  fome  of  my  MS. 
papers,  and  fending  them,  as  he  acknowledges  him- 
felf^  to  the  fecretary  of  Hate ;  when  feeing  what  I 
had  already  fuffered,  infinitely  more  than  the  fen- 
tence  of  the  law,  if  I  had  even  been  convi£ted  of 
fedition,  he  ought  not  to  have  looked  into  them. 
Or  if  he  had,  and  had  thought  that  they  might 
tend  to  criminate  me,  he  Hiould  have  fent  them  to 
rnyfelf.  Such  condudl,  though,  as  he  was  incapable 
of  it,  he  may  have  no  conception  of  the  thing* 
would  have  been  magnanimous,  and  have  done  him 
great  honour. 
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The  fecretary  of  ffate  has  been  guilty  of  equal 
meannefs  and  injuftice  in  keeping  thofe  papers  from 
me,  whofe  property  he  knows  them  to  be.  Fie 
alfo  knows,  though  Mr.  Curtis  was  probably  igno¬ 
rant  of  it,  that  lam  not  anfwerable  for  what  other 
perfons  may  write  to  me ;  and  furely  I  cannot  be 
expected  to  be  the  wretch  that  would  divulge  any 
thing  fent  to  me  in  confidence,  to  the  writer's 
prejudice. 

Though  copies  of  thefe  papers,  which  I  underftand 
are  letter s>  written  to  me  by  an  acquaintance,  are 
circulated  among  the  clergy,  I  do  not  find  (and 
what  I  know  of  them  is  from  the  teftimony  of  a 
friend,  who  was  permitted  to  read  them,  but  not  to 
take  a  copy)  that  they  contain  any  thing  more  than 
fuch  free  refleXions  on  adminiftration  as  perpetually 
occur  in  the  public  newfpapers,  and  indeed  fuch  as 
it  is  allowable  in  Englifhmen  to  write  and  to  pub- 
lifh,  whenever  they  think  the  conduX  of  minifters 
of  flate  to  be  weak  or  criminal.  I  hereby  call  upon 
the  perfon  who  detains  thefe  letters  from  me  to  make 
them  as  public  as  he  pleafes. 

The  grofs  calumnies  againit  the  Diflenters  in 
general,  and  myfelf  in  particular,  invented  and  cir¬ 
culated  in  juflification  of  the  riot,  are  another  proof 
of  the  malignant  fpirit  that  prevailed  in  the  town 
of  Birmingham,  and  that  was  the  proper  caufe  of  it. 
Of  this  kind  muft  have  been  the  report  of  my 
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dining  at  the  Hotel,  haranguing  the  mob  out  of 
the  window,  and  drinking  /.L  king's  head  in  a  charger . 

It  is  remarkable  that  this  account,  which  mull 
have  been  a  malicious  fabrication,  was  the  firft  that 
was  transmitted  to  London,  in  order  to  be  inferted 
in  the  papers  there ;  and  the  printer  of  The  Times 
adored  me,  that  it  was  lent  to  him  by  Cf  a  re- 
fpedtable  perfon  in  the  mercantile  line  in  Bir- 
cc  mingham,” 

It  was  currently  reported  of  young  Mr.  Hum- 
phrys,  that  he  had  declared  his  with  cc  to  wade  up 
cc  to  the  chin  in  churchmen’s  blood.”  This  was 
confidently  afierted  by  Mr.  William  Gem  of  New  • 
Street,  Birmingham ;  and  when  he  was  charged 
with  it,  he  acknowledged  the  fadt,  but  faid  he  was 
drunk  when  he  faid  it.  Mr.  Humphrys’s  fpirited 
advertifement  in  the  public  papers  on  the  fubjedl 
may  be  feen  in  my  Appendix,  No.  VI, 

f 

T  wo  calumnies  of  this  complexion  are  retailed  by 
Mr.  Burn,  p.  1 13  5  one  that  a  DifTenter  faid,  that 
“  kings  were  expenfive  things  in  this  country 
which,  however,  is  certainly  very  true;  but  it  was 
interpreted  in  the  word  fenfe,  or  tending  to  fedition. 
The  ether  was,  that  another  DifTenter,  being  applied 
to  to  pay  a  church  levy,  faid,  <c  he  fhould  not  pay 
<c  many  more.”  But  both  thefe  dories  were  pro¬ 
bably  no  better  founded  than  that  refpedting  Mr, 
Humphrys,  or  that  of  my  dining  at  the  Hotel  and 
3  drinking 
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drinking  the  king’s  head  in  a  charger.  Mr.  Witten 
was  probably  the  perfon  alluded  to  as  having  made 
the  iaft  of  thefe  declarations  to  Mr.  Collins  the  collec¬ 
tor.  But  when  he  applied  to  Mr.  Burn,  he  refufedt 
to  name  his  accufer,  and  Mr.  Collins  denied  that 
Mr.  Witten  made  uie  of  the  language  afcribed  to 
him,  and  that  what  he  did  lay  was  only  jocofely. 

Mr.  David  Blair  is  underftood  to  be  the  perfon 
alluded  to  as  having  faid  that  kings  were  expen  five; 
but  though  he  alfo  waited  on  Mr.  Burn,  he  declined 
faying  the  converfation  referred  to  him:  fo  that  in 
-  both  thefe  cafes  Mr.  Burn  himfelf  mull  be  conli- 
dered  as  the  inventor  cf  the  reports.  The  perfon 
who  was  probably  Mr.  Burn’s  informer,  if  he  had 
any,  was  one  who,  palling  by  Mr.  Blair  on  the  14th 
of  July,  called  after  him  and  faid,  cc  So  you  are 
*c  going  to  the  Hotel,  I  find;”  and  added,  “  I  wife 
<c  you  were  all  blown  up  together;”  to  which  no¬ 
thing  at  all  was  replied  by  Mr.  Blair. 

What  ftronger  proof  can  be  giyen  of  this  bigotry 
and  malevolence,  which  appears  to  have  been  the 
proper  caufe  of  the  riot,  than  its  thus  driving  men 
to  invent  and  propagate  known  falfehoods,  in  order 
to  make  the  DifTenters  odious?  They  who  thus 
fhow  that  they  wifh  to  make  the  DifTenters  appear 
the  proper  objects  of  the  riot,  may  well  be  fuipe&ed 
of  having  fomented  it. 
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The  profane  practice  of  drinking  damnation  and 
confufion  to  the  DifFenters  is  another  proof  of  a 
violent  party  fpirit,  and  though  indances  of  it  may 
be  unknown,  as  he  fays  they  are,  to  Mr.  Burn,  the 
charge  is  unquedionably  true ;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  pradiice  is  ftill  continued  and  increafed. 
I  myfelf  perfectly  remember  a  Difienter  relating  to 
me  a  converfation  he  had  with  Mr.  Carles,  who  faid 
to  him,  and  not  long  before  the  riot,  cc  Though  in 
“  my  cups  I  do  fometimes  drink  damnation  to  you, 

“  I  would  not  hurt  a  hair  of  your  heads.”  Wl:nu> 

% 

ever  he  might  think  at  the  moment,  it  appears 
that  his  good  will,  or  rather  his  no  ill  will,  to  the 
Di (Tenters,  did  not  continue  long. 

When  I  was  at  Warwick,  at  the  late  adizes,  feve- 
ral  perfons  in  the  Public  Hall  cried  aloud,  cc  Damn 
tc  him,  there  is  the  caufe  of  all  the  mifehieff’  and 
one  man,  an  attorney  in  the  place,  followed  me 
a  great  wray  in  the  public  ftreet,  then  pretty  much 
crovrded,  anci  when  I  was  accompanied  by  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Berington,  Mr,  Galton,  and  Mr.  Keir, 
three  as  refpedlable  men  as  the  county  can  furnidi, 
damning  me  in  the  mod  vociferous  manner,  and 
expreffing  his  earned:  wifh  that  I  had  been  burned 
in  my  houfe.  A  toad  publicly  given  and  drank 
with  great  fedivity  at  the  fame  time  was,  “  May  every 
cc  revolution  dinner  be  followed  by  a  hot  dipper.” 
What  can  be  a  clearer  proof  than  this,  that  the 

fame 
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fame  fpirit  which  prompted  the  riot  ftill  continues 
without  any  abatement,  and,  if  not  reftrained,  would 
foon  produce  another  ?  There  were  ferious  appre- 
henfions  of  one  while  I  was  at  Warwick,  and  one  of 
the  judges,  I  was  informed,  was  not  a  little  alarmed 
on  that  account. 

At  Birmingham  a  member  of  the  eftablifhment 
lately  complained  to  one  of  my  congregation  there, 
of  being  obliged,  when  in  company,  to  drink  Church 
and  King ,  and  damnation  to  the  Prefbyterians. 

Mr.  Burn  calls  what  I  have  faid  of  the  clergy 
having  been  the  firft  to  calumniate  the  Di (Tenters, 
and  to  place  the  condud  of  the  mob  in  the  mod  fa¬ 
vourable  light,  p.  72,  <c  a  gratuitous  affertion,  with- 
«  out  even  the  pretence  of  evidence.”  cc  What  evl- 

dence,”  he  fays,  p.  74,  “  has  Dr.  Prieftley  to 
<c  produce,  that  they  have  not  done  fo,”  viz.  been 
the  firft  to  preach  moderation. 

That  Mr.  Madan  preached  a  very  proper  fer- 
mon  after  the  riot,  I  have  been  informed.  It  was 
becoming  him  as  a  chriftian  minifter.  But  this 
was  not  the  cafe  with  Mr.  Curtis.  One  of  his  con- 

ftant  hearers  was  fo  much  offended  at  a  difeourfe 

\ 

of  his,  delivered  about  the  fame  time,  that  he  de¬ 
clared  that  “  if  he  had  been  influenced  by  it,  he 
tc  muff  have  been  a  ruffian.” 

Among 
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Among  other  inftances  of  bigotry*  and  probably 
that  of  fome  of  the  clergy  at  Birmingham,  I  have 
been  informed  that  a  brick,  taken  as  hot  as  it 
could  be  well  handled  from  the  ruins  of  the  new 
meeting-houfe,  was  carefully  packed  up,  and  fent 
to  .the  author  of  feveral  works,  which  fufficiently 
difcover  his  high-church  principles,  and  that  on 
a  paper  which  accompanied  it,  was  the  word 
AAHAOI,  which*  being  in  Greek*  mud  have  been 
written  by  a  fcholar,  and  therefore  probably  a 
clergyman  of  the  place.  I  was  further  informed, 
that  he  was  advifed  to  fend  this  brick  to  the 
archbiiliop  of  Canterbury.  Whether  he  did  fo 
or  not,  I  have  not  heard.  Thus  have  the  bigots 
exulted  in  the  fuccefs  of  their  enterprife*  But  the 
ruins  of  that  building  will  plead  againft  them  with 
much  more  energy  than  all  the  fermons  that  could 
ever  have  been  delivered  in  it,  had  it  been  left 
Banding. 

I  had  obferved  that  the  clergy  fhould  have  offered 
us  the  ufe  of  their  churches  till  our  meeting-houfes 

O 

could  have  been  rebuilt.  On  this  Mr*  Burn  fays* 
p.  75,  76*  cc  The  offer  of  the  churches  to  the  Diff 
“  fenters  muff  have  come  after  my  letter  to  the  in- 
habitants  of  Birmingham,  and  muff  have  been 
tc  offered  as  a  eompenfation  for  injuries  done  to  the 
€C  Diffenters,  whom  they  were  confcious  they  never 
“  injured.”  It  cannot  be  denied,  however,  that 

we 
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\ve  were  injured,  and  no  doubt  by  churchmen ;  for 
they  were  not  Difienters  who  demolifhed  the  meet- 
ing-houfes.  And  where  would  have  been  the  im¬ 
propriety  of  fame  members  of  the  eflablifhment 
repairing  the  injuries  done  to  us  by  others  ?  Would 
this  have  been  any  confefiion  of  their  guilt?  This  is 
curious  reafoning,  indeed.  However,  the  meet- 
ing-houfes  had  been  in  ruins  a  week  before  my  letter 
reached  Birmingham.  Had  the  idea  then  occurred 
to  any  member  of  the  eftabli  foment?  At  that  time 
I  was  far  enough  from  having  the  leaft  idea  of  any 
of  the  clergy  promoting  the  riot,  and  therefore  could 
not  mean  that  they  Ihould  do  any  thing  as  a  com- 
penfation  for  injuries  which  they  had  done  to  us, 
and  their  compliance  with  my  propofai  would  have 
tended  more  to  exculpate  them  from  any  approba¬ 
tion  of  the  riot  than  any  thing  elfe  that  could  have 
been  devifed.  That  I  had  no  very  bad  opinion  of 
the  clergy  of  Birmingham  at  the  time  of  the  riot, 
will  be  evident  from  a  letter  which  I  wrote,  to  be  ad- 
dreffed  to  them  the  day  after  that  to  the  inhabitants 
in  general.  I  was,  however,  difluaded  by  my  friends 
from  fending  it  to  the  printer,  they  being  of  opinion 
that  it  would  not  anfwer  any  good  purpofe  :  but  I 
fhal!  aflert  it  in  my  Appendix,  No.  VII. 
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SECTION  IX. 

Objerv aliens  on  the  Proceedings  in  the  Courts  of  JudP 
cature  Gn  Occafion  of  the  Riot. 

Nothing,  perhaps,  fhews  a  more 
general  approbation  of  the  riot,  though  the  ap¬ 
provers  were  by  no  means  the  majority  of  the 
church  people,  than  what  paffed  relating  to  the 
trials  which  followed.  Every  pofhble  difficulty  was 
thrown  in  the  way  of  procuring  evidence  againft  the 
rioters,  and  every  thing  was  done  to  fereen  them 
from  punifhment.  Aifo,  all  that  men  could  do  was 
done  to  prevent  the  fufferers  from  receiving  the  poor 
compenfation  which  the  law  provided  for  them.  It 
argued  fome  confcioufnefs  of  guilt,  that  it  was  con-' 
fidered  as  a  great  point  gained  by  the  High  Church 
party  when  the  Houfe  of  Commons  refufed  to  make 
any  inquiry  into  the  caufe  of  the  riot,  and  when  the 
miniftry  gave  no  encouragement  to  the  profecution 
of  the  magiflrates,  and  other  promoters  of  the  riot. 
What  have  innocent  perfons  to  dread  from  the  con- 
fequences  of  inquiry  into  their  condud?  Let  the 
reader  attend  to  the  following  fads,  and  draw  his 
own  inferences  from  them. 


A  fubfeription  was  made  to  defray  the  expence  of 
defending  the  rioters  at  the  affizes.  A  letter  was 
drawn  up  by  fome  of  the  clergy  of  Birmingham, 
addrelTed  to  the  judges  on  the  circuit,  begging  them 

to 
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to  make  a  diflinction  between  thofe  of  the  rioters 
whofe  objedt  was  mere  plunder,  and  thofe  who 
adted  from  a  pure  but  blind  motive  to  ferve  their 
Church  and  King.  One  of  the  clergy,  who  men¬ 
tioned  this,  faid  he  admired  the  letter,  and  had 
figned  it  himfelf.  Whether  it  was  owing  to  this 
meafure,  or  others  of  a  fimilar  tendency,  it  is  a  fadt, 
that  no  perfons  have  yet  been  punifhed  merely  for 
being  concerned  in  the  riot,  but  becaufe  they  were 
the  pefts  of  fociety  on  other  accounts.  Confe- 
quently,  nothing  has  been  done  to  deter  others  from 
committing  a  riot  on  the  fame  account. 

Much  pains  were  taken  to  make  Mr.  Job  Harvey, 
the  evidence  again  ft  Hands,  or  Hammond,  (who  was 
condemned  for  firing  the  houfe  of  Mr.  Ryland)  fay 
fomething  favourable  concerning  him  when  he  was 
re-examined  before  Mr.  Bond;  and  though  all  that 
he  could  fay  was,  that  he  had  heard  fome  of  the 
perfons  prefent  fay,  that  he  was  pulling  up  the 
boards  to  let  the  rioters  out  from  below,  and  his 
own  proper  evidence  did  not  go  fo  far.  Hands  was 
pardoned.  Such  were  not  the  proceedings  with 
refped  to  the  riot  in  London. 

Shuker,  who  had  been  condemned  for  firing  Mr. 
Ryland’s  houfe,  abufed  J.  El  wall,  who  had  been  one 
of  the  witneiles  againft  him,  in  a  fhocking  manner, 
ftriking  him  on  the  head  with  his  cryer’s  bell,  demo- 

G  2  lilhing 
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li fhing  his  fruit-ftall,  See.  Sec,  by  which  he  loft  more 
than  fifty  fhillings.  When  he  applied  for  reclrefs  to 
Dr.  Spencer  and  Mr.  Carles,  it  was  a  long  time  be¬ 
fore  they  would  take  his  evidence,  on  the  pretence  of 
his  not  being  able  to  produce  a  good  character. 
When  this  was  done,  in  the  moft  fatisfadtory  manner, 
the  juftices  dill  would  not  fign  any  warrant  againft 
Shuker,  but  contented  themfelves  with  admonifhing 
him  not  to  infult  Elwall  any  more,  on  which  Shuker 
behaved  in  the  moil  inlolent  manner,  and  continued 
to  threaten  him. 

/ 

The  fame  Elwall  was  alfo  grofsly  infulted  by  one 
Davis,  and  others,  on  account  of  his  evidence ;  being 
burned  in  effigy  before  his  own  door,  and  his  fa¬ 
mily  kept  in  a  Hate  of  alarm  feveral  nights  together ; 
and  he  was  not  able  to  get  any  warrant  from  Mr. 
Carles,  to  whom  he  applied  for  protedtion.  Fie 
alio  applied,  but  in  vain,  to  Dr.  Spencer,  after 
Davis  had  threatened  to  murder  him  in  a  fortnight’s 
time. 

Though  there  is  an  adt  of  parliament  to  indemnify 
thofe  who  fuffer  by  riots,  and  though  on  other  occa- 
fions  it  has  been  fo  conftrued  as  to  afford  real  relief 
fuch  was  the  fpirit  that  adtuated  our  enemies,  and  fo 
fuccefsfully  did  they  exert  themfelves,  that  it  has 
been  ineffedlual  in  our  cafe.  The  law  was  the  very 
fame  with  refpedt  to  us  and  the  Catholics  in  1780; 
but  the  iffue  of  the  trials  was  very  different.  All 

the 
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the  fufferers  in  London  obtained  ample  redrefs,  and 
the  rioters  were  rigoroufly  punifhed.  Money  was 
even  iffued  from  the  treaiury  for  the  relief  of  the  fuf¬ 
ferers  immediately,  and  long  before  they  could  haye 
received  any  in  the  ufual  courfe  of  juftice. 

In  the  very  fame  year  in  which  the  riot  was  at 
Birmingham,  there  was  another  at  Sheffield,  and 
Mr,  Wilkinfon,  a  clergyman,  was  a  considerable 
fufferer.  But  at  the  fame  aflizes  in  which  we  met 
with  every  difficulty  that  could  be  thrown  in  the  way 
of  our  claims,  and  consequently  received  a  very  in¬ 
adequate  compenfation,  Mr.  Wilkinfon  recovered 
the  whole  of  his  lofs,  and  had  even  more  offered 
him  than  he  chofe  to  accept;  being,  as  he  thought, 
more  than  the  real  amount  of  his  lofs.  In  his  cafe, 
the  hundred  made  no  oppofition  to  his  claim,  while 
in  our  cafe  nothing  was  Spared  to  defeat  our  appli¬ 
cation  for  redrefs, 

Juftice  and  equity  evidently  require  that  Ioffes  by 
riots  fhould  be  moft  amply  paade  good,  becaufe 
double  and  treble  recompence  in  a  pecuniary  way 
cannot  indemnify  the  fufferers;  and  becaufe  the 
great  objedt  of  all  civil  government  is  protedlion 
from  lawlefs  violence.  It  was,  no  doubt,  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  law-makers  to  give  ample  compensa¬ 
tion;  but  the  adl  of  parliament  admitted  of  much 
latitude  of  interpretation,  and  in  its  literal  conftrue- 
tion  was  not  calculated  to  give  us  relief.  When 
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this  was  perceived,  nothing  was  more  reafonable 
than  that  the  country  at  large  fhould  be  taxed  to 
fupply  the  deficiency,  and  the  inhabitants  of  the 
place,  which  had  been  difgraced  by  the  riot,  fhould 
have  promoted  an  application  to  the  legiflature  for 
our  farther  relief.  But  fo  far  was  this  from  being 
the  cafe,  that  a  committee  was  appointed  by  the 
hundred  in  which  the  riots  took  place,  for  the  pur- 
pofe  of  defending  themfelves  againft  our  claims; 
and  they  executed  their  trull  fo  effectually,  that  they 
even  put  the  hundred  to  confiderable  expence  to  do 
it.  It  is  even  fuppofed  that,  notwithflanding  their 
fuccefs  in  this  meafure,  by  which  they  reduced  our 
claims  between  one  fourth  and  one  third,  the  hun¬ 
dred  w  ill  have  little,  if  at  all,  lefs  to  pay  than  if  our 
claims  had  been  allowed  in  their  full  extent,  and 
no  oppofition  had  been  made  to  them. 

I  fhall  take  this  opportunity  to  Hate  my  own 
cafe,  which  was  fimilar  to  tiiat  of  all  my  fellow- 
fufrerers. 

My  own  wifh,  which  I  expreffed  to  my  friends, 
was  to  employ  no  lawyer  in  my  caufe,  but  fim- 
ply  to  carry  into  the  court  a  llatement  of  what, 
to  the  belt  of  my  recolle&ion,  I  had  loft  in  the 
riot,  and  leave  the  country  to  make  me  whatever 
compenfation  they  fhould  think  proper.  In  this 
method,  however,  I  was  told  that  it  would  be  im- 
pofible  for  me  to  receive  any  compenfation  at  all. 

I  therefore 


On  the  Riots  in  Birmingham .  8  7 

I  therefore  confented  to  do  what  the  other  fufferers 
did  upon  the  occafion,  getting  eftimates  of  what  I 
had  loll  by  fworn  appraifers,  and  other  competent 
fudges  of  the  different  articles ;  and  the  difficulty  and 
irkfomenefs  of  doing  this ,  efpecially  in  the  multi¬ 
plicity  of  articles  in  my  particular  cafe,  my  own  re- 
colle&ion  being  uncommonly  imperfedt,  is  not  to  be 
defcribed ;  without  confidering  the  time  ,  which  it 
took  up,  which  no  flranger  to  the  bufinefs  will  rea¬ 
dily  believe.  • 

To  fave  fome  time,  trouble,  and  expence,  I 
propofed  to  the  Committee  who  a&ed  for  the 
hundred,  by  a  clergyman,  and  a  particular  friend 
of  mine,  who  was  well  acquainted  with  feveral 
of  them,  to  requefi:  that  appraifers  on  their  fide 
might  meet  appraifers  on  mine  in  London,  and 
agree  on  the  amount  of  the  lofs.  But  this  reafon- 
able  requefi  was  refufed.  I,  however,  repeated  it  in 
as  refpedful  a  letter  as  I  could  wTrite  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  a  little  before  the  trial,  but  with  no  better 
fuccefs;  though  in  that  letter  I  mentioned  my  for¬ 
mer  application,  and  allured  them  that  all  the  ap¬ 
praifers  had  been  inftruded  by  me,  as  they  would 
all  bear  witnefs,  to  charge  too  little,  rather  than 
too  much,  for  every  article;  but  that  I  would  wil¬ 
lingly  abide  by  the  opinion  of  their  own  appraifers. 
I  alfo  mentioned  my  original  wifh,  to  have  employed 
no  lawyer  to  plead  for  me,  and  my  having  declined 
to  avail  myfelf  of  the  fervice  of  Mr.  Erfkine,  or  any 

G  4  •  other 


88 


An  Appeal  to  the  Public 

other  able  counfel  that  I  fhould  choofe,  which  my 
friends  propofed  to  be  at  the  expence  of ;  and  that  I 
fhould  content  myfelf  with  fuch  counfel  as  the 
other  fufferers  would  employ,  and  which  ufualiy  at¬ 
tended  that  circuit.  The  judge,  apprehenfive  of 
fome  diflurbance  on  account  of  my  caufe,  expreflfed 
his  wifh  that  it  might  be  fettled  by  arbitration.  To 
this  propofal  I  immediately  fignified  my  hearty  con- 
fent,  and  my  willingnefs  to  abide  by  the  decifion  of 
the  foreman  of  the  jury,  though  a  high  churchman, 
and  a  perfon  with  whom  I  had  no  acquaintance. 
The  judge,  I  was  informed,  was  pieafed  with  this, 
but  it  was  not  accepted  by  the  oppofite  party.  Con- 
fequently  the  caufe  took  its  regular  courfe. 

•  •  - .  '  t  j 

My  books  were  eftimated  at  43  2I.  15s.  6d.  my 
philofophical  apparatus  at  60  5I.  17s.  my  manuferipts 
at  370I.  15s.  and  my  houfehold  goods,  including 
whatever  could  be  appraifed  by  a  common  ap~ 
praifer  in  my  library  and  laboratory,  as  (helves, 
&c.  &c.  See.  1277I.  6s.  The  whole  was  268 61. 
13s.  6d.  But  this  was  far  from  being  the  whole  of 
my  lofs,  or  of  the  indemnification  that  I  was  entitled 
to  receive,  on  the  idea  of  being  replaced  as  I  had 
been  before  on  the  fame  fpot,  which?  in  equity, 
ought  to  have  been  the  rule  of  proceeding  in  the 
cale. 

Nothing  was  charged  for  the  carriage  and  pack¬ 
age  of  fuch  things  as  could  only  have  been  pro- 
8  ‘  cured 
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cured  from  London,  or  other  diftant  places ;  which 
in  my  cafe  could  not  have  been  lefs  than  40I ;  no¬ 
thing  for  damage  to  books  not  materially  mutilated, 
or  injured,  but  which  will  make  the  books  that  were 
preferved  (about  2000)  of  lefs  value,  if  ever  they  be 
fold,  by,  I  ftiould  fuppofe,  50I.  Nothing  was  charged 
for  the  recovery  of  goods  difperfed  by  the  rioters, 
which,  to  myfelf  or  my  friends,  could  not,  I  think, 
have  been  lefs  than  40I.  Nothing  was  charged  for 
pamphlets,  which  I  think  mull  have  been  worth  10L 
While  I  was  at  Warwick  I  recollected  articles  in 
my  laboratory,  not  mentioned  in  the  inventory,  worth 
about  20I.  Now  that  I  am  refuming  my  experi¬ 
ments,  I  recolleCt  many  others  as  I  find  the  want  of 
them,  and  I  expeCt  to  do  fo  for  fome  time  to  come. 
The  amount  of  thefe  I  fhould  conjecture  to  be  about 
20I.  more.  The  leafe  of  my  houfe,  which  had 
rifen  much  in  value  after  I  took  it,  was  worth  at  the 
lead:  iool.  If  to  this  be  added  the  expence  attend¬ 
ing  my  flight  from  Birmingham,  my  removal  to 
London  with  my  family,  and  the  carriage  of  the 
goods  I  recovered,  which  w^ould  neceflarily  attend 
my  fettlement  in  a  place  fo  diftant  as  London, 
which  can  hardly  be  efti mated  at  lefs  than  iool.  the 
amount  of  the  articles  not  charged  in  my  eftimate, 
will  be  380k  and  will  make  my  whole  lofs  to  be 
3066k  13s.  6d. 

In  this  eftimate  nothing  was  charged  for  my 
MSS,  more  than  the  money  that  would  have  been 

‘  "  V'j.  '  '  given 
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given  for  them  by  a  bookfeller  in  cafe  of  my  death. 
My  fermons,  for  inllance,  were  only  charged  half 
a  guinea  apiece,  though  the  fermons  of  a  living 
preacher  ought,  in  equity,  to  be  charged  much 
higher.  For  I  would  obferve  on  this  occafion.  that 
becaufe  the  law  can  give  no  recompence  for  any  in¬ 
juries  befides  money ,  money  is  often  given  when  the 
damage  is  by  no  means  of  a  pecuniary  nature ;  and 
there  can  be  no  reafon  why  this  fhould  not  have  been 
done  in  my  cafe. 

When  we  were  at  Warwick,  and  found  we  had 
to  encounter  the  moll  determined  oppofition  of  our 
enemies,  who  came  prepared  to  litigate  every  arti¬ 
cle,  and  that  the  law  itfelf,  rigoroully  interpreted, 
as  it  would  be,  was  not  calculated  to  redrefs  our 
wrongs,  we  all  reduced  our  claims  much  below  our 
firh:  eftimates  *.  Mine,  including  that  for  my  houfe, 
which  I  had  on  leafe,  (eftimated  together  with  the 
lofs  of  rent,appraifements,  &c.  &c.  at  1426I.  3s.  3d. 
and  which,  though  not  properly  mine,  was  by  the 
rules  of  law  claimed  in  my  name)  was  reduced 
from  4492I.  16s.  9d.  to  4112I.  16s,  yd.-,  and  the 
verdibt  I  obtained  was  2J02I.  1 8s.  j  of  which  I 
could  not  do  better  than  allow  my  landlord  ioool. 
befides  giving  up  my  leafe.  Confequentiy,  I  was, 

*  Previous  to  this  I  had  employed  aperfon  in  Birmingham  to  efti- 
mate  the  houfehold  goods  j  and  his  efdmate,  which  was  conliderabiy 
lower  than  that  of  the  London  appraifers,  was  brought  into  Court. 

exclufively 
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exclufively  of  colls,  really  a  lofer,  notwithflanding 
the  verdict  in  my  favour,  1563I.  15s.  6d. 

The  amount  of  my  law  expences  at  Birmingham, 
Warwick,  and  London,  though  the  eftimate  of  my 
books  and  inftruments  was  made  by  perfons  who 
charged  nothing  for  their  trouble,  was  very  near 
8  50I.  while  the  colls  allowed  was  only  493I.  fo  that  in 
this  article  my  lofs  was  357I.  which  makes  the  whole 
amount  of  my  pecuniary  lofs  to  be  1920I.  15s.  6d. 
befides  being  driven  into  a  lefs  pleafing  and  much 
more  expenfive  fituation  than  I  was  in  before.  In 
this  country  then,  the  government  of  which  is  fo 
much  boalted  of,  it  has  not  been  my  fate  to  receive 
either  proteclion,  or  redrefs,  and  all  my  fellow- 
fufierers  may  fay  the  fame. 

We  do  not  complain  of  the  intention  of  the  law, 
or  of  the  difpofition  of  the  judges,  but  of  the  un¬ 
abated  malice  of  our  enemies,  and  the  influence  they 
had  on  the  country  in  general.  They  fpared  no 
means  to  prevent  our  having  any  redrefs,  and  our 
fufferings  were  fo  far  from  foftening  them,  and  ex¬ 
citing  any  degree  of  companion,  that  the  greatell 
fufferers  were  expofed  to  the  greatell  infults.  I 
hardly  know  an  inllance  of  any  men  deferving  bet¬ 
ter  of  any  town  than  Mr.  RulTell  and  Mr.  Hutton, 
men  of  the  moll  dilinte relied  public  fpirit,  and  in¬ 
defatigable  in  public  bufinefsj  and  yet  they  were 
5  '  the 
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the  perfons  on  whom  the  extreme  of  malice  and 
grofs  abufe  chiefly  fell.  But  fuch,  in  all  ages,  and 
in  all  countries,  has  been  the  fate  of  great  and  ac¬ 
tive  worth. 

There  was  fomething  particularly,  and  mod:  un~ 
reafonably  hard  in  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Hutton.  Mr. 
Rudfell  and  myfelf  were  become  obnoxious  on  ac¬ 
count  of  our  religious  principles,  and  therefore,  in 
the  eye  of  bigotry,  received  only  the  due  reward  of 
our  deeds  ;  but,  in  this  refpedt,  Mr.  Hutton  had  done 
nothing  amijs .  He  fuffered  the  extreme  of  injustice 
himfelf,  for  nothing  but  his  unwearied  endeavour 
to  procure  juftice  for  others. 

i  * 

For  the  bed:  ufe  of  great  talents  for  public  bufi- 
nefs,  and  of  a  higher  kind  than  Mr.  Hutton  at¬ 
tended  to,  I  have  not  yet  known  any  man  fuperior 
to  Mr.  Rudfell,  hardly  any  that,  in  all  refpe&s,  I 
think  to  be  his  equal;  and  the  malice  of  his  ene¬ 
mies  is  in  full  proportion  to  his  talents  and  his 
virtues.  With  refpedl  to  damages  in  the  court,  he 
came  off  better  than  Mr.  Hutton. 

.  .  i  :  i  -  .  '  >  ■  *. 

To  return  to  this  fubjedt,  our  adverfaries  not; 

content  with  the  counfel  that  ufually  attended  the 

.  ♦ 

circuit,  at  a  great  expence  employed  Mr.  Hardinge, 

the  Queen's  folicitor,  who  to  ferve  them  negledted  his 

'  * ' 

duty  as  a  judge  on  the  Welch  circuit,  and  who  fpared 

nothing 
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nothing  to  inflame  the  court  and  the  jury  againft  us; 
quoting  not  only  in  my  caufe,  but  in  thofe  of  the 
other  fufferers,  paflages  from  my  writings  calculated 
to  reprefent  me  as  the  peft  of  iociety,  and  unworthy 
of  protection  or  of  recompence.  1  he  flrft  judge, 
Baron  Thompfon,  endeavoured  in  vain  to  check 
his  violence,  and  therefore  Baron  Eyre,  it  is  thought, 
came  down  on  purpofe;  but  though  he  did  it  in 
the  caufes  of  the  other  fufferers,  when  my  own 
caufe  came  before  the  court  he  was  permitted  to 
declaim  againft  me  and  my  writings  (of  which 
he  appeared  to  know  nothing  more  than  the  ex¬ 
tracts  with  which  he  had  been  furniffied  for  the  pur¬ 
pofe  of  his  abufe)  without  any  reftraint,  though 
there  was  nothing  properly  before  the  court  but  the 
eftimate  of  damages  occafioned  by  the  riot;  and 
if  I  had  been  guilty  of  fedition,  I  ought  to  have 
been  accufed  as  fuch,  and  iliffered  the  penalty  of 
the  law. 

The  legal  proof  of  the  articles  of  my  lofs  was 
peculiarly  difficult,  from  the  nature  and  multiplicity 
of  them;  nothing  of  the  kind  having  ever,  as  I 
believe,  come  before  a  court  of  judicature  before. 
It  was  deemed  neceffiary  that  I  ffiouid  prove  my 
having  been  in  poffeffion  of  more  than  a  thoufand 
different  articles,  and  at  the  time  of  the  riot.  One 
friend  or  other  could  have  attefted  my  having  had 
moft  of  the  inftruments,  though  not  the  chymical 

lubftances ; 
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fubftances;  but  it  was  neceffary  they  Should  all  be 
prefent  in  court.  Their  certificates  in  writing  (and 
for  this  purpofe  I  came  provided  with  them,  in  the 
hand-writing  of  Dr.  Heberden  and  others,  who  at 
different  times  had  made  me  prefents  of  them)  were 
rejedted  as  no  legal  evidence ;  and  when  a  number  of 
articles  in  my  laboratory  were  claffed  together,  the  op- 
pofite  counfel  diverted  themfelves  and  the  court,  ex¬ 
posing  their  own  ignorance,  juft  as  fo  many  Goths 
and  Vandals  would  have  done.  My  own  leading  coun¬ 
fel  was  as  little  qualified  to  defend  me,  being  equally 
ignorant  of  philofophy,  and  declaring  in  court  that 
he  had  not  read  any  of  my  theological  or  political 
writings. 

The  judge,  though  no  chymift,  was  willing  to 
make  allowance  for  the  fingular  difficulty  in  my 
caufe,  as  both  the  catalogue  of  my  books,  and  the 
index  of  fubftances  in  the  laboratory,  were  deftroyed, 
together  with  the  books  and  inftruments ;  and  had 
any  regard  been  paid  to  his  opinion,  confiderably 
more  would  have  been  awarded  me.  On  what 
principle  the  jury  proceeded  is  beft  known  to  them¬ 
felves,  but  I  believe  that  very  little  was  allowed  for 
my  books,  becaufe  many  of  them  were  deftroyed 
in  another  hundred,  whither  they  had  been  conveyed 
by  my  friends,  though  the  deftrudlion  began  at  my 
own  houfe,  and  they  did  not  fay  what  claim  I  had 
on  the  other  hundred. 
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In  general  I  thought  the  judge  impartial  in  fum- 
ming  up  the  evidence  ;  but  in  fome  reipecis,  confi- 
dering  the  manifeft  difpofition  of  the  jury,  it  tended 
to  give  too  much  colour  to  their  injustice.  The 
catalogue  of  my  library  being  deftrcyed,  together 
With  the  library  itfelf,  I  could  only  make  out  a  lift 
of  the  books  that  were  wanting  from  iny  own  recol¬ 
lection  of  them,  my  friends  not  being  able  to  attell 
their  knowledge  of  more  than  a  iew  ot  thmn,  fuch 
as  they  had  occafionally  feen  or  borrowed,  though  me 
number  of  the  bocks  loft  was  fufficiently  atcerrained. 
This  enumeration,”  faid  the  judge,  cc  coming 
from  the  plaintiff  himfelf,  and  not  proved  by  any 
“  witnefs,  I  was  bound  to  reject  evidence  or  that 
«  kind,  and  could  not  fuller  it  to  oe  received. 
Mr.  Payne,  my  witnefs,  had  let  a  value  upon  440 
other  volumes,  which  were  proved  to  M  milling 
(though  I  could  not  myfelf  pretend  to  recollect 
what  they  were)  by  fuppofing  them  to  be  of  the 
fame  value,  one  with  another,  with  books  of  the 
fame  fize  in  what  remained  of  the  library.  This, 
the  judge  faid,  was  “  no  meafure  of  value  at  all,  as 
it  was  impofiible  fo  to  eiiimzte  bocks ;  and  there¬ 
fore  he  found  himfelf  bound  to  reject:  that  eei- 
fc  denceff  adding,  however,  that  “  as  the  plaintiff 
cc  could  not  have  been  fuppofed  to  have  colleded 
“  trafb,  the  jury  might,  if  they  thought  proper,  make 
cc  fome  addition  to  the  rum,  upon  the  ground  of  ua- 
«<  mage  to  the  library.”  But,  difpofed  as  they  evi¬ 
dently  were,  they  were  fure  to  allow  nothing  on  this 
account. 
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I  have  heard  of  a  judge  deciding  very  differently 
in  a  cafe  not  much  unlike  this  of  mine.— — A  boy 
had  been  robbed  of  a  feal  which  had  contained  fome 
precious  {tone*  of  the  nature  and  value  of  which  the 
boy  himfelf  was  wholly  ignorant,  being  only  able  to 
produce  the  focket  in  which  it  had  been  fet.  The 
judge,  however,  obferved,  that  the  cafe  fhould  be 
interpreted  in  damnum  fr  an  flat  oris ;  and  he  directed 
that  the  boy  fhould  receive  the  value  of  the  fineft 
diamond  that  would  fill  that  focket,  becaufe  the 
itonte  might  have  been  of  that  value. 

Mr.  Hardinge  alfo  (whofe  virulent  declamation 
the  judge  himfelf  obferved  might,  for  any  thing 
that  appeared  in  court,  be  mere  calumny)  fhould 
not  have  been  fuffered  to  proceed  a£  he  did,  fince 
it  could  only  tend  to  prejudice  the  minds  of  the 
jury  againft  m.e,  and  indifpofe  them  to  do  juftice.. 
His  abufe  of  me  was  exadtly  fimilar  to  that  of  Mr. 
Wedderburn’s  (now  Lord  Loughborough)  on  Dr. 
Franklin  at  the  privy  council,  when  the  caufe  be¬ 
fore  the  court  related  to  the  conduct  of  the  gover¬ 
nor  of  the  province.  It  was  a  day  of  great  triumph 
for  the  court  party.  Bpt  had  they  any  reafon  to 
exult  in  it  ten  years  from  that  time  ?  As  little  rea¬ 
fon  may  the  Church  and  King  party  in  this  country 
have  to  exult  in  the  riot  at  Birmingham,  and 
the  affizes  at  Warwick,  ten  years  from  that 
event. 
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I  was  prefent  at  that  memorable  abufe  of  Dr. 

♦  _ 

Franklin,  being  accompanied  to  the  privy  council 
by  Mr.  Burke:  he  fmiled,  and  ihook  me  by  the  hand, 
as  he  went  out  of  the  room ;  and  the  next  morning 
he  obferved  to  me,  that  the  things  for  which  he 
had  been  fo  grofsly  infulted  were,  he  believed, 
among  the  bell  adions  of  his  life,  and  fuch  as  he 
lhould  do  again  in  the  fame  circumitances.  I  can 
truly  fay  the  fame  with  refped  to  every  thing  that 
has  been  molt  virulently  urged  againil  me. 

On  the  whole,  it  is  evident  that,  by  whatever  rule 
the  jury  at  Warwick  went,  they  allowed  me  little  or 
nothing  for  my  books,  philofophical  inftruments,  or 
manufcriptSj  as  the  fum  that  was  awarded  me  would 
do  little  more  than  re-furnifli  the  houfe  as  it  was 
before.  They  refufed  to  fay  what  they  allowed  for 
the  feparate  articles  of  my  lofs,  except  on  account 
of  the  houfe ,  which  I  was  under  obligation  to  rebuild. 
For  this,  which  was  not  mine,  it  was  thought  by 
fome  that  the  allowance  was  ample  enough,  being 
957I.  1 8s. 

This  detail  I  thought  necefiary  to  go  into,  in  or¬ 
der  to  explain  the  confequences  of  the  riot,  and  the 
date  of  our  laws,  and  of  the  adual  adminiftration 
of  them  in  my  cafe,  that  thofe  who  think  it  a  pro¬ 
per  objed  may  provide  a  more  effectual  remedy  for 
a  fimilar  evil  in  future  time. 

H 
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I  muft  add,  that  though  the  mifchief  was  done 
more  than  a  year  ago,  I  have  not  yet  (Nov.  1, 
1792)  received  any  part  of  the  compenfation  awarded 
me,  and  yet  I  have  been  obliged  to  advance  the 
whole  expence  of  the  law-fuit;  fo  that,  if  any 
allowance  be  made  for  the  intereft  of  money,  my 
pecuniary  lofs  will  be  confiderably  greater  than  I 
have  ftated  it  to  be.  If  I  had  not  been  aflifted 
by  my  friends,  I  could  not  have  profecuted  my 
right  at  all,  and  therefore  muft  have  gone  with¬ 
out  any  redrefs.  And  fo  much  trouble  and  expence 
have  attended  this  bufmefs,  that  in  cafe  of  any  other  , 
misfortune  of  the  fame  kind  (from  which  I  am 
far  from  confidering  myfelf  as  exempt)  my  pre- 
fent  determination  is  to  fit  down  with  the  lofs, 
and  not  to  trouble  the  country  on  the  fubjedt. 
The  law,  as  now  adminiftered,  may  do  all  very  well 
for  churchmen,  but  I  have  found  by  experience  that 
it  is  not  calculated  to  protedt  Diftenters,  as  fuch, 
or  to  procure  a  redrefs  of  the  wrongs  done  to 
them . 
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SECTION  X. 

Of  the  approbation  of  the  Riot ,  and  the  Extent  of 
High  Ch lurch  Principle j,  which  were  the  Caufe  of 
it,  in  other  Parts  of  the  Kingdom . 


I  H  E  fpirit  of  party,  intimately  connected 
with  the  approbation  of  the  riot  in  Birmingham,  is 
even  now  far  from  being  confined  to  that  town  or 
neighbourhood,  efpeciallv  among  the  clergy.  One 
of  the  moft  fpeaking  and  curious  inflances  of  this  is 
the  following.  A  clergyman,  diflinguifned  by  his 
writings,  requeued  another  clergyman,  who  was 
going  to  Birmingham,  to  procure  him  a  quantity  of 
afhes  from  the  ruins  of  the  meeting  in  which  I  had 
preached ;  and  the  requeft  was  complied  with. 
W  hat  an  excellent  Pr  ot eft  ant  Dominic  would  this 
clergyman  make ! 

So  far  were  the  clergy  from  being  moved  to  any 
thing  like  companion  by  what  I  had  fuffered  in  the 
not,  that  immediately  after  this  their  calumnies  were 
doubled,  and  tneir  cues  for  farther  vengeance  upon 
me  became  louder  than  ever.  An  inftance  of  this 
is  uii  extract  from  the  Shrewsbury  Chronicle,  figned 
OlAEIS  AEi  TFPOX,  which  may  be  feen  in  the  Ap- « 
pendix,  No.  VIII. 

H  * 
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This  virulent  paper  was,  however,  very  ably  an- 
fwered  by  a  perfon  whofe  fignature  was  An  enemy  to 
intolerance  and  perjecution ,  though  he  avowed  reli¬ 
gious  fentiments  very  different  from  mine. 

Mr.  Burn  feems  to  doubt  the  truth  of  what  I  faid 
of  a  clergyman  calling  our  fufferings  in  an  Affize 
fermon  wholefome  feverity .  cc  Had  he,”  he  fays,  p.  73, 
<c  been  a  Birmingham  clergyman,  we  have  no 
“  doubt  his  name  would  have  appeared.”  I  do  not 
fee  why  I  fhould  be  more  backward,  or  more  ready, 
to  mention  his  name  on  this  account.  But  the  fer¬ 
mon  is  now  publifhed,  though  without  the  name  of 
the  author,  which  was  Allen,  who  refides  at  or  near 
Illford.  The  expreffion  in  the  fermon  as  now  printed 
is  not  the  very  fame  that  was  reported,  but  to  the 
fame  purport.  He  was,  however,  properly  repri¬ 
manded  for  what  he  delivered  by  the  judge  and  the 
counfel  afterwards. 

That  the  fame  fpirit  which  prompted  the  riot  in 
Birmingham  pervaded  very  diftant  parts  of  the 
country,  the  following  is  a  curious  inftance.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  riot  at  Birmingham  fome  officers  were 
in  converfation  at  Dulot’s  library  at  Brighthelm- 
ftone,  when  one  of  them  was  overheard  to  fay  (on 
its  being  fuggefted  that  it  was  probable  his  re¬ 
giment  would  be  fent  to  Birmingham  to  quell  the 
rioters)  that  he  hoped  if  his  men  were  fent  thither 

that 
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that  they  would  not  hurt  a  hair  o  f  any  of  the  rioters 
heads. 

* 

Another  officer  (fuppofed  to  be  of  the  guards) 
was  heard  to  declare  at  Crawford’s  library  at  Bright- 
helmftone,  that  it  was  to  be  lamented  that  Dr. 
Prieftley  had  efcaped ;  and  that,  if  he  had  been  at 
Birmingham,  he  would  have  gone  through  the  fire, 
at  the  hazard  of  lofing  a  limby  but  that  the  Doctor 
fhould  have  loft  his  life.  I  am  perfuaded,  however, 
that  the  difpofition  of  thofe  particular  perfons  is  far 
from  being  that  of  the  generality  of  Britifh  officers: 
they  have,  I  truft,  better  notions  of  the  Britifh  con- 
ftitution,  and  of  that  Britifh  liberty  which  they  are 
appointed  to  defend. 

The  idea  that  was  generally,  and  moft  affiduoufly, 

propagated  concerning  me,  and  the  tendency  of 

/ 

my  writings,  by  thofe  of  whom  the  beft  that  can  be 
laid  is,  that  they  knew  nothing  of  either,  may  be 
conceived  from  an  epitaph  that  was  written  for  me, 
as  was  fuppofed,  by  fome  perfon  at  Exeter,  and 
which,  for  the  amufement  of  my  readers,  I  ihall  in- 
fert  in  the  Appendix,  No.  IX. 

The  perfon  who  tranfmitted  this  curious  piece  to 
a  friend  of  mine  adds,  cc  The  virulence  of  the  above 
fC  is  nearly  equalled,  if  not  furpafted,  by  what  I 
“  have  been  informed  are  the  fentiments  very  fre- 
cc  quently  uttered  by  the  diffipated  and  the  profane 
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bigots  of  Briftol,  and  in  all  parts  of  the  king- 
cc  dom,  viz.  for  the  firfh  fentiment  at  table,  Damna- 
cc  tion  to  Dr.  Pr  left  ley ,  and  JucceJs  to  the  Birmingham 
(c  mob ,  or  Damnation  to  Dr,  PrieJUey ,  and  defiruEHon 
*c  to  hie  writings.” 

o 

Hereafter  it  will  perhaps  not  be  believed  that 
fuch  barefaced  rnifrepre (en ration  and  calumny,  fo 
entirely  void  of  all  foundation,  could  be  publifhed 
in  a  country  in  which  the  means  of  better  informa- 
tion  almofb  obtrudes  itfelf.  Such  pains,  however, 
has  been  taken  to  reprefent  me  as  an  infidel  with  re- 
fpe£t  to  religion,  and  a  mod  peftilent  member  of 
fociety,  that  I  doubt  not  a  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  this  country  adlually  confider  me  in  that 
light,  the  avowed  enemy  of  God  and  man.  But  this 
will  not  be  thought  extraordinary  when  it  is  confi- 
dered  how  great  a  proportion  of  the  information  of 
Englifhmen  is  derived  from  the  public  newfpapers, 
and  how  many  of  them  have  abounded  with  para¬ 
graphs  exhibiting  me  in  this  light  from  feme  time  be¬ 
fore  the  riot,  and  to  this  day.  I  am  tempted  to  give  a 
fpecimen  of  this  which  fell  into  my  hands  by  acci¬ 
dent,  and  I  prefume  it  is  only  of  a  piece  with  hun¬ 
dreds  of  others ;  but  I  referve  it  for  the  Appendix, 
No.  X, 

That  feme  perfens  muft  make  it  the  interefl  of 
the  proprietors  of  the  newfpapers  to  procure,  and 
i alert,  fuch  articles  might  be  concluded  a  priori. 

But 
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But  an  acquaintance  of  mine,  being  defired  to  fettle 
a  difference  between  two  of  thefe  proprietors,  faw  a 
lift  of  names  of  perfons  to  be  abufed,  and  among 
them  was  mine.  Of  what  clafs  of  newfpapers  this 
was  I  need  not  fay. 

Such  an  unfair  advantage,  taken  to  prejudice  the 
minds  of  the  people  againft  particular  perfons  or 
parties,  is  a  circumftance  that  calls  loudly  for  public 
inquiry,  and  puniftiment,  by  the  representatives  of 
the  nation,  who  ought,  as  far  as  poftible,  to  provide 
for  the  protection  of  the  character,  as  well  as  the 
property,  of  every  individual  of  the  fociety. 

The  latter  part  of  this  paper  relates  to  an  impu¬ 
dent  falfhood  that  has  been  much  circulated,  though 
it  reflects  difgrace  upon  the  late  Dr.  Johnfon,  and 
not  upon  me,  viz.  that  when  I  was  at  Oxtorci,  he 
left  a  company  on  my  being  introduced  to  it.  In 
fat,  we  never  wrere  at  Oxford  at  the  fame  time,  and 
the  only  interview  I  ever  had  with  him  was  at  Mr. 
Paradife’s,  where  we  dined  together  at  his  own  re- 
queft.  He  was  particularly  civil  to  me,  and  pro- 
mifed  to  call  upon  me  the  next  time  he  fhould  go 
through  Birmingham.  He  behaved  with  the  fame 
civility  to  Dr.  Price,  when  they  flopped  together  at 
Dr.  Adams’s,  at  Oxford.  Several  circumftances  ■ 
fhew  that  Dr.  Johnfon  had  not  fo  much  of  bigotry 
at  the  decline  of  life,  as  had  diftinguifhed  him  be¬ 
fore,  on  wThich  account  it  is  well  known  to  ail  our 
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common  acquaintance,  that  I  declined  all  their  preff- 
ing  felicitations  to  be  introduced  to  him.  It  were 
to  be  wifhed  that  the  church  of  England  would  re- 
Tenable  Dr.  Johnfon  in  growing  milder  and  more 
tolerant  in  its  old  age;  but,  on  the  contrary,  like 
mofc  other  aged  perfons,  (he  feems  to  grow  more 
peevifh  and  obffinate. 

I  do  not  know,  however,  whether,  on  the  whole, 
the  general  prevalence  of  the  High  Church  party  in 
this  country  is  more  clearly  manifefted  than  by  its 
having  pervaded  focieties  of  pbilojophers ,  with  whom, 
in  that  capacity,  I  certainly  did  not  Hand  ill. 

I  obferved  in  my  Appeal ,  that  the  only  fociety, 
not  profeffedly  formed  on  the  principle  of  civil  or 
religious  liberty,  that  had  addreffed  me  on  occafion 
of  the  riot,  was  the  philofophical  fociety  at  Derby, 
whofe  Addrefs  I  inferted  in  my  Appendix.  It  Hill 
Hands  a  fingle  inHance  of  the  kind.  Mr.  Rofe,  a 
clergyman,  and  member  of  that  fociety,  was,  how¬ 
ever,  fo  much  offended  at  it,  that,  without  the 
knowledge  of  the  fociety,  he  publi fired  an  account 
of  the  manner  in  which  it  had  been  done,  calculated 
fo  defeat  the  effedt  of  it.  The  other  members  of 
that  fociety  had  the  fpirit  to  refent  it  properly,  and 
to  exclude  him  from  the  fociety.  I  Hi  all  infert  his 
Advertijement ,  and  the  Anfwer  of  the  fociety ,  in  my 
Appendix,  No?  XI.  and  XIL 


The 
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The  philofophical  fociety  at  Manehefler  had  not 
the  lame  liberality.  Though  they  had  not  only  done 
me  the  honour  to  make  me  one  of  their  mem¬ 
bers,  but  had  preferred  me  with  fifty  pounds  to 
affifl  me  in  defraying  the  expenee  of  my  experi¬ 
ments  ;  yet  when  it  was  propofed  to  addrefs  me  on 
the  deflrudlion  of  my  laboratory,  and  it  was  pro¬ 
pofed  that  nothing  fliould  be  contained  in  the  Ad¬ 
drefs  that  fhould  imply  any  approbation  of  my  civil 
or  religious  principles,  the  motion  was  negatived  by 
a  confiderable  majority. 

One  of  the  reafons  alledged  at  Manehefler  againfl 
the  propofed  Addrefs  was,  that  none  had  been  fent 
to  me  from  the  Royal  Society.  Many  perlons  have 
expreffed  their  furprife  that  I  had  no  letter  of  con¬ 
dolence,  or  even  pecuniary  afiiflance,  from  that  bo¬ 
dy,  to  which  I  hope  I  have  been  no  aifgrace.  I 
have  even  been  infulted  by  the  High  Church  party 
on  this  account,  Had  it  been  a  clergyman  of  the 
church  of  England  who  had  been  a  member  of  that 
body,  and  whofe  laboratory  had  been  deflroyed  by 
rioters,  whether  his  labours  had  contributed  any 
thing  or  nothing  to  the  flock  of  philofophical  know¬ 
ledge,  his  cafe,  I  doubt  not,  would  have  been  confi- 
dered  by  the  opulent  members  of  the  fociety,  or  the 
patron  of  it.  But  I  was  too  well  acquainted  with 
the  political  principles  of  that  fociety  to  expedt  any 
thing  of  the  kind  in  my  favour.  Had  I  been  a  fe^ 
fond  Newton,  and  what  I  am,  and  cannot  help  be¬ 
ing* 
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ing  in  other  refpedls,  viz.  an  Unitarian  Diflenter,  my 
expectations  from  that  quarter  would  not  have  been 
higher. 

I  had  fufficient  evidence  of  this  in  the  rejection  of 
Mr.  Cooper,  though  originally  recommended  by 
Mr,  Kirwan,  Dr.  Crawford,  Mr.  Watfon,  and  Mr. 
Watt,  as  well  as  my felf.  As  Mr.  Cooper’s  general 
abilities  appear  by  his  publications  to  be  of  the 
higheft  order  *,  and  his  acquaintance  with  philofophy 
and  chemiftry  was  well  known,  it  was  evident  that 
his  rejedtion  could  not  have  been  owing  to  any 
thing  but  his  religious  or  political  principles,  with 
which  a  philofophical  fociety  had  no  concern.  So 
confident  was  I  of  the  merit  of  Mr.  Cooper,  and  of 
the  fufficiency  of  his  recommendation,  not  by  gentle¬ 
men  members ,  but  by  fcientifical  perfons,  that  I  had 
not  entertained  the  lead  doubt  of  his  eledlion,  and 
was  never  more  furprifed  than  when  I  heard  that  it 
did  not  take  place. 

Thinking  that  a  philofophical  fociety  might,  on 
reconfideration,  repent  of  having  rejected  a  man 
fo  recommended  to  them,  Mr.  Cooper’s  friends 
thought  it  right  to  propofe  him  a  fecond  time ;  and 
to  the  former  fignatures  of  his  certificate  the  follow¬ 
ing  were  added,  viz.  Mr.  Boulton,  Mr.  Wedge- 
wood,  and  Sir  G.  Staunton ;  and  as  it  had  been 

*  See  his  evolu?ne  cf  ‘Tro.Bs ;  his  Effays  in  the  Memoirs  of  the 
Manchester  Pbilofophicai  and  Literary  Society  5  and  his  Reply  to 
Mr.  Burkes  Uvettive.  . 
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objected  before,  that  the  members  of  the  fociety  in 
Manchefter,  where  he  refided,  had  not  figned  his 
certificate,  they  now  all  joined  in  it,  viz.  Mr.  Bay- 
ley,  Dr.  Percival,  Dr.  White,  and  Mr.  Henry. 
Notwithstanding  thefe  additional  fignatures,  when 
the  day  of  balloting  came,  he  was  rejected  by  a 
much  greater  majority  than  before. 

The  ten  who  figned  Mr.  Cooper’s  certificate 
(without  arrogating  any  thing  to  myfelf,  who  firft 
propofed  it  to  him)  are  unqueflionably  among  the 
firft  in  the  lift  of  members  for  reputation  as  philo- 
phers  5  and  if  about  as  many  more  were  added  to 
them,  the  reft  are,  I  do  not  fay  improper  members, 
but  fuch  as  the  philofophical  part  of  the  world  has 
not  yet  heard  much  of.  When  this  is  confidered, 
and  that  Mr,  Keir,  and  other  truly  effective  and  dif- 
tinguifhed  members  of  the  fociety,  would  have 
figned  Mr.  Cooper’s  certificate  if  they  could  have 
faid,  that  they  had  perjonal  knowledge  of  him  (which 
the  rules  of  the  fociety  require)  I  do  not  fed  my¬ 
felf  difgraced  for  having  recommended  him,  nor 
does  he  for  being  rejedted. 

It  has  fmce  been  objedted  to  Mr.  Cooper,  that  he 
ds  concerned  in  a  manufactory  j  but  when  he  was 
firft  propofed,  his  profeffion  was  that  of  a  barrifter  at 
law,  though  his  purfuits  were  then  chiefly  literary  and 
philoiophical.  Having  fuflicient  leifure,  his  know¬ 
ledge  of  chemiftry  induced  him  to  join  in  a  bleaching 

manufactory 


I 


1 08  An  Appeal  to  the  Public 

manufactory  on  the  new  principles.  On  the  whole/ 1 
cannot  help  confklering  the  rejection  of  Mr.  Cooper, 
recommended  as  lie  was,  by  the  Royal  Society  as  a 
moil  decilive  proof  of  the  influence  of  High  Church 
principles  in  this  country  on  a  body  of  men  who 
might  be  expected  to  be  the  moil  liberal.  Mr. 
Cooper,  though  originally  educated  at  Oxford,  now 
claflfes  with  Unitarian  Diflenters  :  he  has  given  noble 
proofs  of  his  public  principles,  and  his  public  fpirit, 
and  he  has  been  fligmatized  by  Mr.  Burke. 

It  wTere  to  be  wiflied  that  the  Royal  Society 
would  make  fome  more  explicit  declaration  of  the 
proper  qualifications  of  their  members.  Some  time 
ago  an  excellent  naturaliil,  Mr.  Rafpe,  was  expelled 
for  breaking  the  eighth  commandment,  of  which  it 
was  not  known  before  that  the  members  of  the  Royal 
Society  were  the  guardians.  This  vyould  not,  how¬ 
ever,  have  been  perhaps  fo  much  amifs,  if  the  fact  had 
been  proved :  but  the  expulfion  had  too  much  the  ap¬ 
pearance  of  a  royal  mandate.  Who  can  tell  but 
that  other  members  may  be  propofed  to  be  expelled 
for  breaking  the  feventh,  or  even  the  tenth  com¬ 
mandment  ?  Mr.  Cooper’s  moral  charadler,  how¬ 
ever,  is  irreproachable;  fo  that  his  difqualification 
mud  be  of  another  kind.  At  lead  he  cannot  be 
charged  with  a  breach  of  the  fird  commandment. 

In  thefe  remarks  on  the  Royal  Society  I  mean 
no  reflection  on  any  particular  member,  and  lead  of 

all 
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all  on  the  prefident,  who  in  feveral  important  re- 
fpedts  fills  his  ftation  in  a  manner  highly  honourable 
to  the  fociety  and  to  himfelf.  This  is  an  opinion 
that  I  always  maintained,  when  feveral  of  my  parti¬ 
cular  friends  thought  differently.  If  the  fociety 
mufl  be  both  philofophical  and  royal,  I  do  not  know 
where  we  could  find  a  more  proper  prefident. 

I  am  happy  to  be  able,  by  the  afliftance  of  my 
friends,  to  have  in  fome  meafure  replaced  my  ap¬ 
paratus,  and  I  am  now  refuming  my  experiments. 
I  have,  indeed,  loft  more  than  a  whole  year,  be- 
fides,  in  fome  refpedls,  the  refult  of  the  labour  of 
feveral  years ;  but  while  I  live,  I  fhall  continue  my 
experiments  as  I  have  formerly  done;  and  if  any 
thing  worth  the  notice  of  the  public  fhould  occur  to 
me,  I  fhall  communicate  it  through  the  channel  of 
the  Royal  Society,  provided  they  will  receive  my 
papers.  I  fhall  not  quarrel  with  the  inftitution  on 
account  of  the  prefent  adminiftration  of  its  affairs. 
The  times  may  change,  and  that  circumftance  may 
change  with  them. 

In  this  almoft  univerfal  prevalence  of  a  fpirit  fo 
extremely  hoftiie  to  me  and  my  friends,  and  which 
would  be  gratified  by  my  deftrucftion,  it  cannot  be 
any  matter  of  furprife,  that  a  fon  of  mine  fhould  with 
to  abandon  a  country  in  which  his  father  has  been 
ufed  as  I  have  been,  efpecially  when  it  is  confidered 

that 
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that  this  fon  was  prefent  at  the  riot  in  Birming¬ 
ham,  exerting  himfeif  all  the  dreadful  night  of  the 
14th  of  July,  to  fave  what  he  could  of  my  moft 
valuable  property;  that  in  confequence  of  this  his 
life  was  in  imminent  danger,  and  another  young 
man  was  nearly  killed  becaufe  he  was  miftaken  for 
him.  This  would  probably  have  been  his  fate,  if 
a  friend  had  not  almoft  perforce  kept  him  concealed 
fome  days,  fo  that  neither  myfelf  nor  his  mother 
knew  what  was  become  of  him.  I  had  not,  how¬ 
ever,  the  ambition  to  court  the  honour  that  has 
been  fhewn  him  by  the  national  aflfembly  of  France, 
and  even  declined  the  propofal  of  his  naturaliza¬ 
tion.  At  the  mod,  I  fuppofed  it  would  have  been 
done  without  any  eclat  \  and  I  knew  nothing  of  its 
being  done  in  fo  very  honourable  a  way  till  I  faw 
the  account  in  the  public  newfpapers.  To  what¬ 
ever  country  this  fon  of  mine  ihall  choofe  to  attach 
himfeif,  I  trull  that,  from  the  good  principles,  and 
the  fpirit,  that  he  has  hitherto  fhewn,  he  will  dif- 
charge  the  duties  of  a  good  citizen. 

As  to  myfelf,  I  cannot  be  fuppofed  to  feel  much 
attachment  to  a  country  in  which  I  have  neither 
found  proteblion,  nor  redrefs.  But  I  am  too  old, 
and  my  habits  too  fixed,  to  remove,  as  I  own  I  fbould 
otherwife  have  been  difpofed  to  do,  to  France,  or 
America.  The  little  that  I  am  capable  of  doing  mull 
be  in  England,  where  I  fhall  therefore  continue,  as 

long 
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long  as  it  fhould  pleafe  the  fupreme  Difpofer  of  all 
things,  to  permit  me  *. 

It  might  have  been  thought  that,  having  v/ritten 
lb  much  in  defence  of  revelation,  and  of  Chrif- 
tianity  in  general,  more  perhaps  than  all  the  clergy 
of  the  church  of  England  now  living ;  this  defence 
of  a  common  caufe  would  have  been  received  as  fome 
atonement  for  my  demerits  in  writing  againfl  civil  efta- 
blifhments  of  Chriflianity,  and  particular  doctrines. 
But  had  I  been  an  open  enemy  of  all  religion,  the 
animofity  againft  me  could  not  have  been  greater 
than  it  is.  Neither  Mr.  Hume  nor  Mr.  Gibbon 
was  a  thoufandth  part  fo  obnoxious  to  the  clergy  as 
lam;  fo  little  refpedt  have  my  enemies  for  Chriftia¬ 
nity  itfelf,  compared  with  what  they  have  for  their 
emoluments  from  it. 

*  '  •  -  •  •.  v  ; 

As  to  my  fuppofed  hoftility  to  the  principles  of 
the  civil  conftitution  of  this  country,  there  has  been 
no  pretence  whatever  for  charging  me  with  any 
thing  of  the  kind.  Befides  that  the  very  catalogue 
of  my  publications  will  prove  that  my  life  has  been 
devoted  to  literature,  and  chiefly  to  natural  philo- 
fophy  and  theology,  which  have  not  left  me  any 
leifure  for  fa&ious  politics ;  in  the  few  things  that  I 

*  Since  this  was  written,  I  have  myfelf,  without  any  folicitation 
on  my  part,  been  made  a  citizen  of  France,  and  moreover  ele&ed  a 
member  of  the  prefent  Conventional  Aiiembly.  Thefe,  I  fcruple  not 
to  avow,.  I  conlider  as  the  greateft  of  honours $  though,  for  the  rea¬ 
sons  which  are  now  made  public,  I  have  declined  accepting  the 
latter. 

H  8 
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have  written  of  a  political  nature*  I  have  been  art 
avowed  advocate  for  our  mixed  government  by 
King ,  Lords ,  and  Commons  \  but  becaufe  I  have  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  ecclefiaftical  part  of  it*  and  to  par¬ 
ticular  religious  tenets,  I  have  been  induftrioufly 
reprefented  as  openly  feditious,  and  endeavouring' 
the  overthrow  of  every  thing  that  is  fixed,  the  enemy 
of  all  order,  and  of  all  government. 

Every  publication  which  bears  my  name  is  in  fa¬ 
vour  of  our  prefect  form  of  government.  But  if 
I  had  not  thought  fo  highly  of  it,  and  had  feen  rea- 
fon  for  preferring  a  more  republican  form,  and 
had  openly  advanced  that  opinion ;  I  do  not  know 
that  the  propofing  to  free  difeufiion  a  fyftem  of  go¬ 
vernment  different  from  that  of  England,  even  to 
Englishmen,  is  any  crime,  according  to  the  exifling 
lav/s  of  this  country.  It  has  always  been  thought, 
at  lead:,  that  our  conftitution  authorifes  the  free  pro- 
pofal,  and  difeuffion,  of  all  theoretical  principles 
whatever,  political  ones  not  excepted.  And  though  I 
might  now  recommend  a  very  different  form  of  go¬ 
vernment  to  a  people  who  had  no  previous  preju¬ 
dices  or  habits,  the  cafe  is  very  different  with  re- 
ipeCl  to  one  that  has ;  and  it  is  the  duty  of  every 
good  citizen  to  maintain  that  government  of  any 
country  which  the  majority  of  its  inhabitants  ap¬ 
prove,  whether  he  himfelf  fhould  otherwife  prefer  it, 
or  not. 
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This,  however,  is  all  that  can  in  reafon  be  re¬ 
quired  of  any  man.  To  demand  more' would  be  as 
abfurd  as  to  oblige  every  man,  by  the  law  of  mar¬ 
riage,  to  maintain  that  his  particular  wife  was  ab- 
folutely  the  handfbmed,  and  bed  tempered  woman 
in  the  world ;  whei  eas  it  is  furely  Sufficient  if  a  man 
behave  well  to  his  wife,  and  difcharge  the  duties  of 
a  good  husband. 

A  very  great  majority  of  Englishmen,  I  am  well 
perfuaded,  are  friends  to  what  are  called  high  max - 
ims  cf  government.  They  would  choofe  to  have 
the  power  of  the  crown  rather  enlarged  than  re¬ 
duced,  and  would  rather  fee  all  the  DiiTenters  ba- 
nithed  than  any  reformation  made  in  the  church. 
A  dread  of  every  thing  tending  to  refublicanifm  is 
manifedly  iiicreafed  of  late  years,  and  is  likely  to 
increafe  fall  more.  The  very  term  is  become  one 
of  the  mod  opprobrious  in  the  Englifh  language. 
The  clergy  (whole  near  alliance  with  the  court,  and 
the  prefent  royal  family,  after  having  been  almod  a 
century  hoftile  to  them,  is  a  remarkable  event  in 
the  prefent  reign)  have  contributed  not  a  little  to 
that  leaning  to  arbitrary  power  in  the  crown  wdrich 
has  lately  been  growing  upon  us.  They  preach  up 
the  doctrines  of  pahive  obedience  and  non-refidance 
with  as  little  diiguife  as  their  ancedors  did  in  the 
reigns  of  the  Stuarts,  and  their  adulation  of  the  king 
and  of  the  minider  is  abject  in  the  extreme.  Both 
Mr.  Madan’s  Sermon  and  Mr.  Burn’s  reply  to  my 
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Appeal  difcover  the  fame  fpirit ;  and  any  fendment 
in  favour  of  liberty  that  is  at  all  bold  and  manly, 
fuch  as,  till  of  late,  was  deemed  becoming  Eng¬ 
lishmen,  and  the  difciples  of  Mr.  Locke,  is  now  re¬ 
probated  as  feditious. 

In  thefe  circumflances,  it  would  be  nothing  lefs 
than  madnefs  ferioufly  to  attempt  a  change  in  the 
conftitution,  and  I  hope  I  am  not  abfolutely  infane. 
I  fincerely  wifh  my  countrymen,  as  part  of  the  hu¬ 
man  race  (though,  I  own,  I  now  feel  no  particular 
attachment  to  them  on  any  other  ground)  the  un- 
difturbed  enjoyment  of  that  form  of  government 
which  they  fo  evidently  approve  \  and  as  I  have  no 
favour  to  alk  of  them,  or  of  their  governors,  befides 
mere  protection,  as  to  a  ftranger,  while  I  violate  no 
known  law,  and  have  not  this  to  afk  for  any  long 
term,  I  hope  it  will  be  granted  me.  If  not,  I  muft, 
like  many  others,  in  all  ages  and  all  nations,  fubmit 
to  whatever  the  fupreme  Being,  whofe  eye  is  upon 
us  all,  and  who  I  believe  intends,  and  will  in  his 
own  time  bring  about,  the  good  of  all,  fliall  ap¬ 
point,  and  by  their  means  execute. 


Mr. 
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DEAR  SIR, 

I  HAVE  fomewhere  read  that  to  argue 
with  a  perfon  while  he  is  in  a  paftion,  is  juft  as  wife 
as  to  hold  a  lanthorn  to  a  blind  man.  The  oppo¬ 
nents  of  rnyfelf  and  of  my  patriotic  companions,  on 
the  14th  of  July  1791,  have  evidently  been  under 
the  moft  unreafonable  phreniy  that  ever  difgraced 
this  nation  and  had  we  been  willing  to  feed  it  by 
returning  the  abufe  and  calumny  that  was  fo  out- 
rageoufly  poured  upon  us,  we  might  have  retorted 
long  ago.  But  as  our  appeal  is  to  the  calmer  paf- 
fions,  it  appeared  neceftary  to  wait  till  the  feafon  of 
fury  was  over,  and  we  could  hope  that  the  ftiil  fmall 
voice  of  truth  would  be  liftened  to.  However  the 
time  for  a  full  reply  to  Mr.  Burn’s  moft  extraordi¬ 
nary  performance  is,  in  my  opinion,  now  come,  and 
I  fear  any  farther  delay  will  be  an  injury  to  the 
caufe  for  which  we  are  buffering.  I  rejoice  there¬ 
fore  to  hear  that  you  are  preparing  a  fecond  part  of 
your  Appeal,  not  doubting  but  that  this  infidious 
publication  will  have  a  full  fhare  of  your  notice, 
and  be  expofed  as  it  deferves. 
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This  leads  me,  as  a  friend  to  fociety,  to  lament 
and  I  do  it  very  fmcerely,  that  any  of  the  clergy 
fhould  think  abufe  of  the  Diffenters  is  now  the 
road  to  preferment,  and  that  fo  many  concurrent 
circumitances  fhould  almofl  compel  others  to  think 
fo  too.  However,  while  we  pity  thofe  whofe  minds 
are  thus  debafed,  and  who  can  difgrace  the  talents 
that  they  poffefs  by  fuch  an  unworthy  proftitution, 
the  duty  we  owe  to  ourfelves  and  to  the  commu¬ 
nity,  calls  upon  us  to  guard  againfl  the  confequences, 
by  detecting  their  mifreprefentations  and  expofing 
their  falfehoods. 

I  prefume  you  will  recolledb  the  fatisfadlion  both 
of  us  received  fome  years  ago  when  Mr.  Burn  fir  ft 
met  us  on  the  library  committee,  and  I  well  re¬ 
member  the  pleafure  you  expreffcd  in  the  hope  that 
he  would  prove  an  agreeable  acquaintance.  Little  did 
I  then  imagine  he  could  prove  the  virulent  enemy 
to  us  both,  which  his  Reply  to  your  Appeal  fhows 
him  to  be.  As  to  myfelf,  though  I  have  very  fre¬ 
quently  been  in  company  with  him  fince  that  period, 
I  never  received,  or  apprehended,  the  leaft  incivility 
from  him  before  the  publication  of  this  laft  pamphlet, 
in  which  I  fee  with  concern  and  furprife  that  I  am 
made  the  fubjedt  of  fome  of  thofe  malevolent  far- 
cafrns  by  which  the  book  is  diftinguifhed.  I  cannot 
therefore  but  be  anxious  to  engage  your  notice  of 
them,  and  to  have  you  informed  of  what  I  have  to 
fay  in  reply  i  and  as  I  am  in  pofTeflion  of  a  variety 
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of  information  relating  to  the  fubjedt  of  the  riots, 
and  connedted  with  his  book,  I  will  detail  fome  of 
it  to  you,  that  you  may  give  the  public  iuch  part  as 
you  think  worth  notice. 

I  have  often  been  at  a  lofs  to  account  for  the 
wide  extenfion  of  the  extravagant  fpirit  of  decla¬ 
mation  and  outrage  upon  the  occafion  under  which 
we  are  fuffering,  and  am  furprifed  that  Mr.  Bum 
fnould  fo  readily  come  forward  to  join  in  it,  becaufe 
I  was  informed  that  he  thought  well  of  the  French 
revolution  in  the  early  ftages  of  it.  Surely  then  he 
fhould  have  fhewn  fome  confideration  for  thofe  who 
{fill  hold  his  former  opinions,  as  it  is  poffibie  they 
may  not  have  the  fame  reafons  for  abandoning  them 
which  have  operated  upon  him.  Much  do  I  wifh 
that  he  had  attended  to  this,  and  to  his  charadter  as 
a  minifter  of  peace,  which  ought  to  have  prevented 
him  from  becoming  an  advocate  in  a  fcene  of  party 
difcord,  and  a  partisan  in  a  bufinefs  which  has  not 
only  interrupted  the  fafety  and  harmony  of  fociety, 
but  difgraced  the  community  in  which  it  was  tranf- 
adted.  However,  as  he  has  thought  fit  to  become 
the  champion  of  bigotry  and  the  Don  Quixote  of 
the  High  Church  party,  and  I  think  his  motives  can¬ 
not  be  miftaken,  I  fincerely  hope  he  will  not  be 
fuffered  to  triumph  in  his  knight  errant  expedition. 

The  frit  part  of  his  Reply,  which  I  feel  myfelf 
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particularly  called  upon  to  notice,  relates  to  the 
advertifement  refpedting  the  hand-bill,  which  he 
and  his  friends  have  endeavoured  to  reprefent  as  one 
caufe  of  the  riots  that  followed,  but  which  I  verily 
believe  would  have  no.  more  contributed  to  them 
than  the  letter  I  am  now  writing  to  you,  had  it  not 
been  induftrioufly  circulated  by  them,  and  thereby 
rendered  fubfervient  to  their  own  purpofe  of  creating 
a  diflurbance.  That  hand-bill  Mr.  Burn  tells  us 
was  fent  to  the  minifter  by  the  magiflrates.  What 
more  then  was  neceffary  for  them,  or  for  any  one 
dfe  of  the  party  at  Birmingham,  to  do  with  refpedt 
to  it?  and  if  nothing  uncommon  was  meditated, 
why  call  out  the  clergy  upon  the  occafion  ?  Surely 
the  advertifement  which  followed,  offering  the 
iool.  reward,  would  have  been  deemed  fufficient 
without  their  interfering,  or  without  any  other 
fignature  than  thofe  of  the  magiflrates.  But  t 
knew  on  Wednefday  the  13th  of  July,  that  feve- 
ral  others  were  added:  for  as  I  was  riding  into 
town  on  that  evening,  I  accidentally  met  Mr.  Caries 
on  horfeback,  who  immediately  flopped,  and  ad- 
dr  effe  a  me  as  ufual,  in  a  very  friendly  manner,  ac¬ 
quainting  me  with  the  advertifement  which  had  been 
agreed  upon,  telling  me  that  iool.  reward  was 
offered  to  any  one  that  wmuld  difeover  the  author 
of  the  hand- bill,  and  adding  that  he  had  heard  we 
denied  any  knowledge  of,  or  connexion  with,  the 
author,  and  that  as  he  confidered  me  as  the  oflen- 
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fible  perfon  for  the  party  I  belonged  to,  he  had 
been  much  inclined  to  fend  the  advertifement  to 
me,  that  I  might  add  my  fignature,  but  that  upon 
fecond  thoughts  he  had  declined  doing  it,  from  mo¬ 
tives  of  delicacy,  not  knowing  how  I  might  feel 
fuch  an  application. 

For  this  friendly  attention  I  made  my  acknow¬ 
ledgments,  and  added,  that  I  thought  myfelf  obliged 
by  his  delicacy,  but  could  affure  him  that  I  knew 
no  more  of  the  author  than  he  did,  nor  had  I  the 
fmallelt  fufpicion  who  it  was,  and  therefore  fincerely 
wilhed  he  had  fent  me  the  paper,  as  I  fhould  have 
figned  it  without  hefitation.  To  this  he  replied,  that 
he  was  glad  to  hear  me  fay  fo,  and  wilhed  he  had  fent 
the  advertifement,  for  he  was  fure  I  v/as  his  friend, 
and,  let  what  would  come,  he  would  not  hurt  the 
hair  of  the  head  of  myfelf  or  any  of  the  fed  I  be¬ 
longed  to.  This  led  me  to  fay  that  poffibly  it  might 
not  be  too  late  for  me  to  add  my  name  even  then, 
and  that  if  he  approved  it,  and  would  give  me  leave, 
I  would  fend  Mr.  Swinney  orders  to  affix  my  name 
to  the  advertifement,  and  I  would  cheerfully  pay  my 
proportion  towards  the  expence,  fhould  the  offer  be 
fuccefsful,  and  the  iool.  paid  in  confequence  of  it. 
To  this  he  freely  aflented,  and  added,  that  he  wilhed 
I  would,  for  I  was  his  friend,  I  had  been  his  friend, 
and,  let  what  would  happen,  he  would  not  hurt  a 
hair  of  my  head,  no,  he  would  not  hurt  a  hair  of 
my  head,  or  of  any  of  the  fed  that  I  belonged  to, 
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The  tone  in  which  thefe  words  were  repeated,  and 
the  attitude  in  which  he  rode,  whilft  repeating  them, 
fhewed  me  that  he  had  been  drinking,  and  (a,s 
ufual)  gone  fomething  beyond  the  bounds  or  tem¬ 
perance.  But  as  he  appeared  very  capable  of  rid¬ 
ing  home,  I  left  him,  not  being  at  that  time  imr 
preiTed  with  the  fame  idea  of  the  fignificance  of  thefe 
remarkable  words  that  I  have  been  fince. 

After  reflecting  go  what  had  paffe-cl,  and  the  con¬ 
dition  of  the  perfon  with  whom  I  had  the  con- 
verfation,  I  was  in  doubt  whether  fending  my  name 
to  the  printer  would  not  be  deemed  an  intrufion  by 
the  other  Gentlemen  who  had  figned  the  advertife- 
ment.  In  confequence  of  this,  as  you  will  no  doubt 
recollect,  I  called  at  Fair  Hill,  and  confulted  you 
as  a  friend,  when  you  admitted  the  reafons  I  had 
to  hefitate,  but,  upon  the  whole,  thought  with  me, 
that  it  would  be  belt  for  me  to  fend  my  name,  which 
.  I  accordingly  did  by  a  note  to  Mr.  Swinney,  telling 
him  that,  in  confequence  of  a  conyerfation  with 
Mr.  Carles  that  evening,  fince  the  advertiiement 
relating  to  the  hand-bill  was  fent,  I  had  been  in- 
vited  by  him  to  add  my  name  to  it,  that  I  had  given 
my  afifent,  and  accordingly  requefted  and  audio- 
rifed  him  to  add  it  to  the  others  already  given 
in.  Mr.  Swinney’s  return  to  this  note  was  a  print¬ 
ed  newfpaper,  which  I  received  foon  after  nine 
o’clock,  and  which  proved  to  me  that  he  was  much 
forwarder  with  the  imprefiion  of  his  paper  than  I 
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had  any  apprehension  of ;  and  alfo  that  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  I  thought  myfelf  in  poiSe  STion  of  was  pafied. 

This  circumftance,  however,  leads  me  to  remark, 
that  I  gave  an  incontrovertible  and  renewed  proof 
of  my  difpofition  as  to  the  author  of  the  hand-bill ; 
and  it  alfo  makes  it  very  evident  that  Some  Scheme 
had  that  day  been  talked  of,  and  that  the  repeated 
declarations,  that  not  a  hair  cf  our  heads  Should  be 
hurt,  was  the  confequence  of  it*.  Thefe  words 
have  very  frequently  and  forcibly  occurred  to  me 
Since  the  riots  happened,  and  I  have  had  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  obferving  the  diredlion  in  which  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  were  conducted.  It  is  now  well  known  to 
me  that  a  meeting  had  then  been  previously  held  at 
the  houfe  of  a  c?  Church  and  King ”  partisan  for  the 
purpofe  of  considering  how  to  punifh  theSe  <c  damn'd 
“  prejhyterians .”  TheSe  were  his  own  words.  It 
is  well  known  to  me  that  the  rioters  very  frequently 
and  publicly  declared,  that  they  had  the  juftices’ 
protection.  It  is  alfo  well  known  to  me,  to  your- 
Self,  and  to  many  others,  that  they  had  a  regular  lift 
of  the  devoted  houfes.  Nay,  much  more  than  this 
is  known  to  me  and  others,  though  not  yet  ma.de 
known  to  the  public ;  but  I  truft  it  will  in  due  time, 
and  that  it  will  appear  to  every  one,  that  the  DiSTen- 
ters,  So  far  from  being  Such  factious,  turbulent,  and 

*  An  affociation  for  burning  our  houfes  and  places  of  worfhip 
might  admit  of  a  condition  that  our  perfons  lhould  be  fafe. 
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refllefs  characters  as  they  have  of  late  fo  frequently 
been  reprefented,  have  acted  with  a  degree  of  for¬ 
bearance  and  patience  unparalleled  in  any  fimilar 
inftance.  You  well  know  it  has  not  been  for  want 
of  evidence  that  profecutions  have  not  been  com¬ 
menced,  but  becaufe  the  Diffenters  committed  their 
caufe  to  government,  and  expected  redrefs  from 
thence. 

The  next  infinuation  of  Mr.  Burn  which  I  am 
concerned  to  notice  is,  that  refpecting  the  offer  the 
Diffenters  published  of  a  reward  of  iool.  to  any 
perfon  who  fhould  difcover  the  aiithor  of  the  hand- 

M. 

bill.  This,  he  fneeringly  obferves,  was  not  adver- 
tifed,  but  was  <c  confined  to  a  few  corners  of  the  ftreets 
“  in  the  tozvnP  Here  again  I  mull  lament  his  want 
of  candour  or  veracity,  for  his  affertion  is  untrue. 
This  offer  was  not  confined  to  a  few  corners  of  the 
ftreets;  it  was  printed  with  a  type  of  the  larged  fize, 
and  upon  paper  in  proportion ;  and  particular  direc¬ 
tions  were  given  that  it  fhould  be  pafted  up  in  every 
part  of  the  town  where  the  proclamation,  which 
offered  the  fame  reward,  was  put  up.  Nay  more 
than  this,  it  was  alfo  pafted  up  in  the  public  ftreets 
at  Worcefter  and  Warwick,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  fblicitor  to  the  treasury,  as  foon  as  the  affizes 
commenced.  It  is  true  that  fome  inficlious  wretches 
very  frequently  pulled  down  thefe  papers  in  Bir¬ 
mingham,  as  they  did  the  king’s  proclamation, 
which  offered  icol.  to  any  one  that  would  dif- 

cover 
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cover  the  authors  and  abettors  of  the  riots.  But 
that  does  not  prove  that  either  the  one  or  the  other 
had  not  been  put  up  publicly,  and  very  generally  too. 

I  proceed  now  to  the  invidious  charge  in  p.  54 
and  55,  aimed  at  mylelf  through  the  means  of 
Mr.  Dadley,  the  mailer  of  the  hotel.  And  here 
again  it  is  neceffary  to  expofe  Mr.  Burn’s  want  of 
attention,  or  elie  his  wilful  exaggeration  of  xaCts.  In 
giving  his  pretended  extraft  from  my  letter,  he  fays, 
p.  54,  “  Mr.  Dadley,  it  feems,  recommended  that 
<(  the  dinner  might  be  had  as  was  intended — he  was 
«  fure  there  was  no  danger  of  tumult,  provided  the 
«  gentlemen  broke  up  early;  and,  on  this  reprejenta- 
“  tion,  orders  were  given  to  the  printer  to  fupprefs 
it  the  hand-bill,  and  Mr.  Dadley  s  meafiire  was 
«  adopted.” — Now,  if  you  turn  to  my  letter  in  the 
appendix  of  his  own  book,  you  may  fee  that  the 
words  “  and  on  this  reprefentation”  are  not  in  my  let¬ 
ter,  as  he  has  quoted  them ;  nor  do  I  call  it  Mr.  Dad- 
ley’s  meafure.  Surely  after  fuch  wanton,  unprovoked 
attacks  upon  private  charafters  as  his  illiberal  pages 
exhibit,  he  fhould  have  had  a  little  more  regard  to 
circurnfpecdon.  Mr.  Dadley’s  “  Jolemn  depofition," 
for  fuch  Mr..  Bum  calls  it,  and  fuch  he  would  have 
the  world  fuppofe  it  to  be  (though  it  does  not  appear 
to  me  to  have  been  made  before  any  perfon  au- 
thorifed  to  take  it),  is  contradifted  by  the  teftimony 
of  every  individual  who  was  prelent  at  the  conver- 
fation  it  alludes  to ;  and  I  am  fully  perfuaded  that 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Dudley  would  not  have  interfered  on  the  ,occa- 
lion  at  all,  had  he  not  been  folicited  by  fome  of  the 
leaders  of  the  High  Church  party.  To  fuch  mi- 
ferable  fubterfuges  and  meannefs  does  party  fpirit 
carry  men  whom,  in  every  other  character,  I  can 
refpedl  and  efteem.  Mr.  Dadley  has  buffered  fo 
much  that  I  pity  him ;  and  I  have  cheerfully  joined 
with  my  patriotic  compeers  in  giving  him  folid 
proof  of  it.  But  I  fnall  not,  in  return,  put  him 
upon  maligning  others,  or  expofing  himfelf  by  be¬ 
coming  the  tool  of  a  party,  which  it  mud  be  allowed 
is  extremely  ungenerous  to  require  of  a  man  in  his 
duration  of  life.  Againft  his  fingle  teftimony  I  now 
place  that  of  the  three  gentlemen  prefent,  who  on 
die  ill  of  May  laft  wrote  to  me  the  following  note: 

i  i  - 

tf  DEAR  SIR, 

cc  Mr.  Burn  having  introduced  into  his  Reply  to 
Dr.  Prieftley’s  Appeal  Mr.  Dadley’s  account  of  a 
KC  converfation  which  he  fays  took  place  on  the 
morning  of  the  14th  of  July,  with  a  view  to  in- 
**  validate  your  account  of  the  tranfactions  of  that 
“  day,  we  think  it  right  to  declare  that  the  repre- 
<f  fentation  there  given  is  not  a  juft  Gne  of  what 
<f  paffed  between  us. — Mr.  Dadley  was  exprefsly 
cc  defired  to  tell  us  if  lie  had  the  fame  reafon  to  ap^ 
<c  prehend  a  difturbance  as  when  we  law  him  on 
ec  the  Monday  evening,  to  which  he  replied,  that 
( 6  he  had  not,  and  that  lie  then  had  no  fear  refpedting 

<c  it. 


u  it,  as  lie  had  heard  nothing  further  about  it.  We 
«  are  fully  per f jaded  that  you  could  not  have,  in 
«  giving  your  account,  the  mod:  clifcant  idea  of 
cc  fixing  any  odium  upon  Mr.  Dadley,  or  intending 
<c  to  make  him  a  party  in  the  dinner.  Mr.  Dad- 
ley  was  never  ccniidered  as  any  way  more  con- 
cc  cerned  in  the  tranfadtions  of  that  day,  than  when 
■«  he  was  preparing  any  other  public  dinner  for  the 
cc  various  meetings  held  at  his  home. 

<c  We  are,  very  refpedlfully, 
cc  Dear  Sir, 

cc  Your  much  obliged  and  obedient  fervants, 

Birmingham,  William  Hunt* 

May  ift,  1792.  Harry  Hunt, 

John  Lawrence.” 

To  this  let  me  add,  that  I  wifh  to  afk  Mr.  Burn, 
How  long  it  has  been  the  bufmefs  of  the  clergy  of 
Birmingham  to  watch  over  the  concerns  of  the  pub¬ 
licans  there  ?  If  I  have  traduced,  injured,  or  offended 
Mr.  Dadley,  pray  what  have  Mr.  Burn  and  his 
affociated  brethren  of  the  cloth  to  do  with  it?  Ii 
any  explanation  jwas  neceffary  between  Mr.  Dadley 
and  myfelf,  it  furely  might  have  been  cafily  fettled 
without  this  public,  and  I  muft  fay  impertinent  at¬ 
tempt  to  calumniate  me,  which,  though  more  ma¬ 
levolent  than  his  infinuations  of  modefty  and  diffi¬ 
dence,  is  not  lefs  fo  than  his  infidious  attempt  to 
reprefent  the  dinner  as  the  caufe  of  the  riots.  To  his 
fneer  about  modefty  and  diffidence  I  reply,  that  an 

honeft: 
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honeft  man  who  has  no  other  obje£t  than  the  public 
good,  ought  not  to  fed  the  diffidence  of  thofe  who 
have  venal  purpofes,  felhffi  ends,  or  party  views,  in 
their  public  attendances.  It  is,  however,  entirely 
owing  to  an  infirmity  in  my  hearing,  that  I  am 
not  only  obliged  to  place  myfelf  near  the  chair  at 
public  meetings,  but  to  keep  there,  if  I  would  con¬ 
tribute  my  mite  towards  promoting  the  general 
good.  And  that  I  have  uniformly  been  governed 
by  that  object,  and  by  that  alone,  in  all  my  nume¬ 
rous  and  almofl  unceafing  attendances  upon  public 
bufinefs,  I  now  dare  to  aver,  even  in  the  face  of  the 
phrenfy  and  intemperance  with  which  myfelf  and 
my  friends  are  puriued. 

Thus  much  for  the  impertinent  attempt  to  repre- 
fent  me  as  afliiming  more  than  is  becoming  me.  I 
will  frankly  confefs,  the  character  contained  in  ano¬ 
ther  of  his  farcaftic  fneers,  gratifies  me  very  highly, 
that  of  your  “  zealous  friend”  To  be  called  the, 
friend  of  Dr.  Prieftley,  and  to  enjoy  an  intimacy 
with  him,  is  an  honour  that  I  prize  beyond  eftima- 
tion.  And  I  rejoice  in  that  zeal  and  adivity  to 
which  this  intimacy  has  led  me,  becaufe  it  has  ever 
been  founded  in  benevolence,  and  had  public  ufe- 
fulnefs  for  its  objedt. 

The  friends  of  Church  and  King,  as  they  call 
themfelves,  have  burned  my  houfe,  and  driven  me 
from  the  place  which  it  had  been  my  ftudy  to  im¬ 
prove 
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prove  for  twenty-eight  years  fuccefiively,  where  I 
had  fixed  my  earthly  refidence,  and  fondly  imagined 
I  had  fecured  a  retreat  for  the  decline  of  life.  But 
though  I  am  thus  deprived  of  my  habitation,  and 
driven  from  the  fpot  in  which  I  delighted,  my  piinci- 
ples  are  in  every  relpeCt  the  fame  as  befoie  the  riots, 
I  am,  and  will  be  a  truly  independent  man,  a  ‘zealous 
“  friend”  of  truth  and  liberty.  I  will  ftill  drive  to 
attain  the  equal  rights  of  a  citizen,  to  which  1  know 
myfelf  entided ;  and  I  will  always  avail  myfelf  of 

every  opportunity  ot  ferving  the  cauie  of  truth  and 

* 

liberty. 

The  note  at  the  bottom  of  p.  56  of  Mr.  Burn’s 
Reply  is,  I  prefume,  to  be  read  as  a  declaration  of 
Mr.  Dadley’s.  But  this  (as  well  as  my  declaration 
in  p.  55,  of  dining  by  myfelf,  which  is  printed  in 
italics)  is  fo  ambiguoufly  exprefled,  that  much  at¬ 
tention  is  necelfary  to  preferve  the  connexion.  To 
the  latter  I  do  not  deem  it  neceffary  to  make  any 
reply.  *  But,  to  expofe  the  former,  and  ftiew  the 
incorre&nefs  of  the  additional  note  above  mentioned, 
I  wifh  you  to  give  the  public  the  following  declara¬ 
tion,  which  was  figned  foon  after  Mr.  Burn’s  Reply 
appeared,  and  will  fhew  that  it  was  Mr.  Dadley’s 
windows  only  that  were  mentioned,  and  about  which 
any  apprehenfions  were  entertained.  The  declara¬ 
tion  Mr.  Burn  gives  by  Mr.  Dadiey,  and  that  of  all 
who  were  prefent  at  the  time  he  refers  to,  is  as  fol¬ 
lows,  and  I  have  contrafled  it  with  that  of  all  the 
gentlemen  who  were  prefent  at  the  time  he  refers  to : 
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Mr.  Burn’s  note*  p.  56,  Declaration  of  Mr.  Rujfett) 
containing  Mr.  Dad-  &c. 
ley’s  declaration. 


cc  Or  the  Monday  pre- 
c<  ceding  I  had  informed 
cr  Mr.  William  Hunt , 
u  Mr.  Harry  Hunt ,  Mr. 
<f  William  Rujfell ,  Mr. 
tf  George  Humphry s ,  and 
cc  Mr.  yk.kr  Lawrence, 
cc  who  were  met  at  my 
<c  afternoon, 

cc  //M/  //  CtW  /i?d72  g<?re- 
<c  rally  thought,  if  the 
<c  dinner  Jhould  he  had,  it 
tc  would  create  a  general 
t€  difur  lance  in  the  town. 
cc  In  anfwer  to  which  they 
cc  all  prom  fed  to  indem - 
<f  nify  me,  provided  any 
“  damages  or  lofs  fhould 
cc  enfue  in  confequence  of 
<c  the  dinner  being  had.” 


cc  On  the  Monday  everi^ 
<c  ing  previous  to  the 
Cf  1 4th  of  J uly,  when  we 
cc  were  at  the  hotel,  Mr. 
a  Dadley  informed  us 
fC  that  he  had  been  told 
cc  by  a  gentleman,  that 
“  if  the  dinner  was  held 
<c  at  his  houfe  his  win- 
<c  dows  would  certainly 
tc  be  broken.  We  preff- 
cc  ed  Mr.  Dadley  to  give 
cc  the  name  of  this  gen- 
cc  tleman,  as  there  feem- 
cc  ed  no  doubt  that  if 
cc  it  fo  happened,  this 
cc  prophetic  gentleman 
<c  would  either  be  the 
<c  accomplifher  of  his 
cc  own  prophecy,  or  the 
Cf  employer  of  others  for 
<c  that  purpofe.  Mr. 
<c  Dadley,  for  reafons 
cc  bed;  known  to  him- 
c:  felf,  abfolutely  refufed 
him.  Mr. 
Dadley 


iC 


naming 
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“  Dadley  alfo  mention- 

/  <c  ed  that  he  had  heard 

■  \ 

“  a  very  exceptionable 
“  hand  -  bill  had  been 
*c  circulated  in  the  town, 
cc  but  which  not  one 
<c  of  us  had  at  that  time 
<c  feen. 

<c  William  Russell, 
u  George  Humphrys, 
fC  Harry  Hunt, 

<c  John  Lawrence, 

*c  William  Hunt.’* 

I  cannot  but  think  that  two  petitions  advanced 
by  this  declaration  are  worthy  of  attention,  viz.  that 
the  parties  in  queftion  had  no  idea  of  any  in¬ 
demnification  but  what  related  to  Mr.  Dadley’s  win¬ 
dows,  as  he  never  fo  much  as  mentioned  any  other 
object  of  apprehenfion  and  that  we  had  not  on 
Monday  evening  any  of  us  feen  a  copy  of  the  fa- 

t 

mous  hand-bill,  of  which  we  have  fince  heard  fo 
much.  Mr.  Dadley,  as  I  have  already  obferved, 
has  received  a  fubflantial  proof  of  our  fympathy, 
and  found  us  fuperior  to  the  little  fubterfuge  of  fhel- 
tering  ourfelves  under  a  plea  that  our  promife  ex¬ 
tended  to  his  windows  only,  although  we  never  nave 
him  any  other.  I  pity  Mr.  Dadley,  and  wifh  he 
had  fuffered  lefs.  I  never  intended  to  hold  him  up 

V 

iv  as 
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as  the  caufe  of  having  the  dinner;  and  therefore 
wifh  my  letter  written  in  London  had  been  more 
guarded  in  that  particular.  But  the  extreme  hurry 
in  which  it  was  penned,  and  the  aflurance  which, 
immediately  upon  my  return  home,  I  gave  Mr. 
Dadley  of  my  intentions  refpefting  it,  would,  I  am 
perfuaded,  have  fatisfied  him  entirely,  had  he  not 
been  goaded  on  by  the  High  Church  partifans  to 
let  them  ufe  his  name  as  they  have  done.  All  my 
acquaintance  well  know  that  I  never  concealed  my 
fingular  exertions  in  promoting  the  dinner;  and  had 
I  conceived  that  there  had  been  any  thing  illegal  or 
unjuftifiable,  either  in  the  dinner  or  the  toafts,  I 
fhould  fcarcely  have  perfonally  avowed  myfelf  an 
advocate  both  for  the  one  and  the  other,  to  his 
majefty’s  minifters,  and  delivered  them  the  original 
lift  of  toafts,  as  it  was  tranfcribed  for  the  prefs.  But 
the  fact  really  was  fo ;  and  this  lift  was  in  their 
hands  when  the  infamous  libel  in  the  paper  called 
The  Times  was  publifhed  *. 


It  was  this  circumftance,  and  this  alone,  which 


*  This  libel,  as  publifhed  in  the  Times  on  the  19th  July,  was 
as  follows,  viz.  “  By  every  account  which  has  arrived  from  Bir- 
<£  mingham,  and  from  authenticated  fails  in  corroboration  of  what 
f<  we  have  already  inl'erted,  it  is  an  indifputable  truth,  that  the  rao- 
“  tives  which  occafioned  the  havoc  already  made  amongft  the  Dif- 
“  Tenters  at  Birmingham,  and  which  is  flill  making,  folely  fprung 
“  from  the  loyalty  of  the  people.  The  public  were  determined,  before 
“  they  proceeded  to  violence,  to  have  Tome  further  proof  of  the  in- 
(C  tention  of  thofe  commemoration  men  ;  they  therefore  waited  until 
“  they  heard  what  was  faid  at  table.  They  had,  indeed,  their  fuf- 
“  picions;  and  thofe  fufpicions,  after  the  firft  courfe,  were  realifed 
Cc  by  'tlie  following  toafc  being  drunk,  “  JDeftruilion  to  the  prefent 
“  government — and  the  king’s  head  in  a  charger.” 

4 
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occafioned  that  extreme  hurry  which  I  fee  Mr.  Bum 
had  been  acquainted  with  previous  to  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  his  book;  and  has  treated  with  a  want  ot 
candour  on  the  occafion  which  I  hope  it  will  never 
be  in  the  power  of  any  man  to  lay  to  my  charge. 
Be  this  as  it  may,  the  libellous  paper  in  The  Times 
above  mentioned,  was  publifhed  on  Tueida^  tne 
19th  of  July,  when  under  an  expectation  of  another 
audience  of  the  mimfters,  and  receiving  from  them 
my  lift  of  the  toafts  on  the  afternoon  of  that  day,  my 
anfwer  to  it  was  promifed  for  Wednefday  s  paper. 
I  v/as,  however,  difappointed  in  the  expeCted  au¬ 
dience  with  the  minifters  on  i  uefday ;  but  although 
I  had  an  appointment,  and  attended  on  Wednefday, 
yet  I  could  not  return  from  the  Treafury  till  near 
two  o’clock,  and  I  knew  the  anfwer  muft  neceft 
farily  be  written,  and  be  delivered  at  the  printer’s 
by  three,  if  it  was  to  appear  in  the  paper  of  that  day, 
which  1  had  engaged  it  ihould.  Nay,  fo  much  was 
I  prefled  for  time  upon  my  return  from  the  minif¬ 
ters,  that  though  I  haftily  wrote,  I  could  not 
tranfcribe,  the  letter,  but  was  obliged  to  haften  with 
it  myfelf  to  the  printer’s  in  its  rough  ftate,  that  I 
might  enable  the  compolitor  to  fet  it  for  that  day’s 
paper.  Now,  whatever  Mr.  Burn  may  do,  I  think 
every  candid  perfon  who  recolieCts  the  time  and  cir- 
cumftances  in  which  I  wrote,  will  feel  little  difficulty 
in  making  due  allowance  for  any  inaccuracy  which 
appears  in  a  letter  written  in  fuch  a  fhort  and  truly 
agitating  period. 

K  2 
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I  will  therefore  rely  upon  this  candour,  and  go  on 
to  obferve,  that  in  p.  1 1 8  Mr.  Burn  criticifes,  with 
his  ufual  acrimony,  upon  the  toafts,  and  gives  an 
addition  to  the  9th  toad,  cc  The  Prince  of  Wales.” 

I  have  no  cbje&ion  at  all  to  this  addition.  It  was, 
however,  added  by  the  chairman,  and  is  not  in  the 
original  lift.  But  the  explanation  that  refpedtable 
gentleman  has  already  given  the  public  upon  this 
fubjedl  renders  it  needlefs  for  me  to  fay  any  more. 

As  to  the  meeting  breaking  up  without  the  lead 
riot  or  difturbance,  which,  by  way  of  emphafis,  Mr. 
Burn  again  prints  in  italics  (fee  his  book,  p.  120), 
I  repeat  the  aftertion  I  made  before,  “  that  it  did 
cc  fo.”  I  again  aver  it  to  be  true,  and  being  called 
upon  for  proof,  I  refer  to  the  company  that  dined, 
with  a  very  fmall  exception.  I  am  obliged,  how¬ 
ever,  to  make  that,  becaufe  I  was  repeatedly  told, 
and  informed  you  of  the  fame  long  a^o,  that  one 
man  was  fent  by  the  party  to  the  dinner  purpofely 
to  infult  yourfelf,  and  by  that  means  begin  a  riot 
within  doors,  which  was  happily  prevented  by  your 
not  being  at  the  dinner  as  they  expedted. — It  is 
true  two  of  the  gentlemen  who  came  from  a  dis¬ 
tance,  and  on  horfeback,  w7ent  out  at  the  back 
door,  as  the  readied  way  to  their  horfes,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  w'ere  afterwards  followed  by  fome  of  the 
mob;  but  neither  rnyfelf,  nor  the  company  in 
general,  who  went  out  together  at  the  front  door, 
met  with  any  rioters,  or  the  lead  annoyance  in 

leaving 
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leaving  the  hotel;  and  in  repeatedly  walking  the 
ftreets  fome  hours  afterwards  I  did  not  perceive 
any  difturbance,  nor  the  appearance  ot  any ;  neitner 
did  I  ever  hear  of  thofe  two  gentlemen,  wno  went 
out  at  the  back  door,  being  molefted  till  fome  time 
after  Mr.  Burn’s  book  was  published,  and  occa- 
fioned  convention  upon  the  fubjedt.  My  own 
opinion  is,  that  no  difturbance  would  have  hap¬ 
pened,  had  not  uncommon  meafures  been  med  to 

promote  it. 

In  reply  to  what  Mr.  Burn  advances  refpedling 
the  fhort  addrefs  I  took  the  liberty  of  adding  to  our 


chairman’s,  upon  the  breaking  up  of  the  company, 
I  fay,  that  if  any  part  of  it  was  loft  through  the 
cc  perturbed  ftate”  of  the  company,  as  he  reports, 
it  is  more  than  I  know  of.  I  certainly  did  lament 
to  them  that  the  people  out  of  doors  were  fo  much 


milled  as  to  be  brought  to  infuk  us  as  we  came  to 
dinner;  but  I  uttered  every  word  1  wifhed  to  fay 
upon  the  fubjedt ;  and  nothing  which  1  fliould  be 
unwilling  to  repeat  again  at  any  time.  1  fhail  only 
add  further  upon  this  topic,  that  the  parties  who 


dined  together  at  the  hotel  on  the  14th  of  July, 
may  with  the  utmoft  propriety  appeal  to  the  wnoie 
tenor  of  their  conduct,  both  before  and  fince  the 
riots,  for  the  refutation  of  the  various  calumnies 
which  have  been  induftrioufly  circulated  concerning 


their  views  in  holding  that  meeting. 

K  3  As 


4- 
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As  to  the  criminality  of  that  convivial  meeting, 
it  is  prefumed  that  this  will  not  be  advanced  by 
any  one,  even  in  the  paroxyfm  of  pafTion.  But 
jas  Mr.  Burn  choofes  to  deferibe  this  dinner  as 
the  caufe  of  the  fubfequent  riots,  it  may  be  ob- 
ferved,  that  as  the  chairman  was  a  member  of  the 
eftablifhrnent,  and  many  others  of  this  clafs  attended, 
if  this  dinner  was  the  irritating  caufe,  how  came  it 
to  pafs  that  the  firft  objedt  of  the  rioters  fhould  be 
a  meeting-houfe  where  Dr.  Frieftley  preached,  who 
had  nothin,"  to  do  with  the  dinner?  With  more 

O  k  , 

propriety  Hill  it  may  be  demanded,  what  was  the 
reafon  that  thofe  gentlemen  who  were  publicly 
Jcnown  to  have  been  the  firft  and  mqft  adtive  in  pro¬ 
moting  the  dinner,  were  the  laft  to  fuffer  in  the  de¬ 
predations  committed?  Mr.  John  Ryland,  Mr. 
Hutton,  and  Mr.  Taylor,  were  none  of  them  at  the 
dinner,  and  yet  fo  violent  was  the  fury  againft  the 
Jaft,  that  it  was  currently  reported,  and  believed 
among  the  mob,  as  well  as  others,  that  every  mill 
and  farm-houfe  which  were  known  to  belong  to  him 
were  threatened ;  and  of  a  lift  which  contained 
feventy-two  or  feventy -three  houfes  that  were 
marked  to  be  deftroyed,  it  is  known  that  the  num- 
feer  belonging  to  this  gentleman  formed  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  whole ;  whilft  myfelf,  though 
amongft  the  firft  at  the  dinner,  was  one  of  the  laft 
that  fuffered.  And  how  is  it  to  be  accounted  for, 
{hatj  of  twelve  houfes  that  have  been  deftroyed, 

only 
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only  three  of  the  whole  number  belonged  to  gentle- 
men  who  dined,  and  not  one  to  any  member  of  the 
eftablilhment  ? 


Here  I  think  it  may  be  proper  to  obferve,  that 
I  have  fupported  a  public  character  in  the  town 
of  Birmingham  for  more  than  twenty  years,  and 
have  ever  been  difpofed  to  diftinguilh  myfelf  as  a 
friend  to  the  public  intereft  of  the  community.  In 
this  c’narafter  it  was  that  I  felt  myfelf  impelled  to 
promote  the  dinner  on  the  14th  of  July,  on  the 
principles  both  of  humanity  and  of  commerce.  I 
have  fufficiently  declared  myfelf  a  friend  to  hu¬ 
manity  in  the  hand-bill  that  preceded  the  dinner. 
It  did  not  feem  politic  to  give  the  commercial  rea- 
fons  to  the  public.  But  I  now  ftate,  tnat,  as  a 
friend  to  the  town,  I  thought  myfelf  particularly 
called  upon  to  promote  the  dinner,  became  I  well 
knew  that  the  trade  it  enjoyed  with  France,  which 
was  one  of  its  moll:  valuable  branches,  was  in  da.nge  1 


of  fuffering  very  materially  from  the  lpi.it  o.  oil- 
content  which  the  commercial  neaty  had  very  gene¬ 
rally  occafioned  in  France.  And  becaufe  I  well 
knew  that  the  patriotic  popular  party  there  were  fo 
much  affected  by  this  fpirit  of  diffatisfaftion,  that 
they  were  forming  affociations,  and  by  tneir  ex¬ 
ample  promoting  the  difufe  of  English  manufac- 


tures. 


I 


alfo  knew  that  this  circumftance 
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fame  of  the  firil  commercial  characters  in  Birming¬ 
ham.  I  thought  nothing  fo  likely  to  do  away  this 
threatening  evil  as  to  teflify,  in  a  feafon  of  convivi¬ 
ality,  a  friendly  difpofition  towards  this,  the  firft  nation 
in  Europe,  by  rejoicing  in  its  emancipation  from 
defpotifm,  and  in  its  refolutions  to  live  in  peace  with 
all  mankind.  I  thought  nothing  more  likely  to 
promote  a  fpirit  of  concord  than  applauding  their 
declaration,  that  they  would  never  go  to  war  any 
more  for  the  fake  of  conqueft,  I  have  always 
thought  peace  and  commerce  very  clofely  connect¬ 
ed,  and  therefore  conceived  it  my  duty,  as  a  fincere 
friend  to  both,  and  as  a  good  citizen,  to  rejoice 
publicly  in  this  folemn  harbinger  of  both  to  this 
country.  But  w;hen  it  appeared  that  my  views  and 
thole  of  my  friends  were  mifreprefented  by  fome  of 
our  neighbours,  and  mifconceived  by  others,  we 
who  were  concerned  in  promoting  the  dinner  joined 
in  publi iking  an  aclvertifement  which  ought  to  have 
fatisfied  every  reafonable  perfon  of  our  attachment 
to  cur  prefect  confhtution  at  home ;  and  which 
would  no  doubt  have  done  it,  had  not  many  calum¬ 
nies  been  circulated,  and  much  exertion  been  made 
to  prevent  it  by  thofe  who  are  the  real  authors  and 
abettors  of  this  mifchief*. 

Had 


*  Birmingham  Commemoration. :  of  the  French  Revolution. 


Several 
can  only  l>e 
the  meeting, 


handbills  having  been  circulated  in  the  town  widely 
intended  to  create  diftrutt  concerning  the  intentions  of 
to  diiturb  its  harmony,  and  inflame  the  minds  of  the 
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Had  there  not  been  particular  meafures  ufed  at 
Birmingham,  the  dinner  there  would  no  doubt 
have  pafted  over  in  peace,  as  it  did  in  every 
other  place  in  the  kingdom  where  they  were 
held.  In  no  place  whatever  was  the  commercial 
part  of  the  community  fo  much  interefted  in 
celebrating  this  feftival  as  at  Birmingham.  The 
value  of  the  commerce  of  France  with  this 
town  and  neighbourhood  fhould  not  be  publicly 
eftimated.  When  the  late  commercial  treaty  was 
pending,  the  minifter  was  particularly  folicited  to 
prevent  any  calculation  of  its  value  being  made,  led: 
its  magnitude  fhould  be  communicated  to  the 
French,  and  impede  the  treaty.  I  can  afiert,  how¬ 
ever,  from  the  bell  authority,  that  one  houfe  alone 
(which  was  among  thofe  that  were  mod  deftrous  of 
promoting  the  dinner)  has  exported  to  France  to 
the  amount  of  fome  millions  of  the  manufactures  of 
the  town  and  neighbourhood  of  Birmingham.  Yet, 
extraordinary  as  it  may  feem,  in  a  town  thus  inter¬ 
efted  has  the  only  difturbance  of  the  feftivity  of  this 
memorable  day  been  found.  Through  the  whole 
kingdom  befides  all  was  peace:  and  yet  that  it 

people,  the  gentlemen  who  propofed  it  think  it  neceffary  to  declare 
their  entire  difapprobation  of  all  iuch  handbills,  and  their  ignorance 
of  the  authors.  Senlible  themfelves  of  the  advantages  of  a  free  go. 
vernment,  they  rejoice  in  the  extenlion  of  liberty  to  their  neigh¬ 
bours,  at  the  fame  time  avowing,  in  the  molt  explicit  manner,  their 
firm  attachment  to  the  conllitution  of  their  own  country,  as  veiled 
in  the  three  ettates  of  King,  Lords,  and  Commons  :  furely  no  free¬ 
born  Englijhman  can  refrain  from  exulting  in  this  addition  to  the  ge¬ 
neral  mats  of  human  happinefs.— It  is  the  caul'e  of  humanity  it  is 
the  caufe  of  the  people. 

B irmiugham,  July ,  13,  1791. 
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would  not  be  fo  here,  feveral  perfons  befides  the 
gentleman  Mr.  Dadley  mentioned,  it  now  appears, 
ventured  to  foretel  before  the  day  arrived.  The 
induftrious  circulation  of  Dr.  Tatham’s  inflam¬ 
matory  letter,  which  was  diftributed  gratis  in  the 
public  houfes  of  the  town,  the  advertifement 
which  was  pubiifhed  with  the  words  “  Incen- 
u  diary  refuted”  at  the  head  of  it,  the  impertinent 
infult  of  an  anonymous  bigot  who  advertifed,  that 
he  would  publifh  a  lift  of  the  names  of  thofe 
who  dined  at  the  hotel  upon  a  black  page  in 
white  letters,  though  all  of  them  were  meafures 
manifeftly  calculated  to  promote  a  difturbance, 
they  would,  I  believe,  have  been  ineffectual,  if 
the  magiftrates  had  not  continued  in  town,  and 
feen  without  refitting  fome  among  the  mob  in¬ 
fult  the  gentlemen  as  they  came  to  the  hotel  to  the 
dinner;  and  if  other  principal  gentlemen  too,  who 
placed  themfelves  upon  the  fteps  of  Mr.  Brooke's 
houfe,  the  very  next  to  the  hotel,  had  not  been 
feen  to  encourage  rather  than  difcountenance  the 
people.  Without  fome  extraordinary  exertions  to 
miflead  the  people  they  could  not  poffibly  have 
taken  offence  at  any  thing  that  was  faid  or  done  by 
the  parties  who  met  and  dined. 

The  advertifements  that  preceded  the  dinner 
were  as  explicit  as  could  be  penned.  The  toafts  and 
the  fongs,  too,  were  fuch  as  the  people  would,  I  am 
perfuaded,  have  moft  cheerfully  encored,  had  they 

been 
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been  left  to  follow  the  dictates  of  their  own  hone  ft 
hearts,  and  to  confult  their  own  feelings  only.  N  ay, 
not  a  man  among  the  High  Church  party  itielf,  I 
fhould  think,  could  have  refufed  to  join  in  the  clof- 
ing  lines  of  the  fong  that  was  prepared  tor  the  occa- 
fion,  which  were : 

“  Let  each  loyal  Briton  then  joyfully  fmg, 

6i  The  ble flings  of  freedom,  and  long  live  tne  king. 


Is  this  language  inconfiftent  with  the  public  profef- 
fions  of  attachment  to  the  conftitution  held  out  in 
the  advertifement  ?  Is  it  not  fufhciently  declaratory 
to  amount  of  itfelf  to  a  full  proof  to  every  impartial 
perfon,  that  the  meeting  has  been  bafely  calumniate 
ed,  and  that  it  has  only  been  ufed  as  an  oftenfible 
occafion  of  perfecuting  and  vilifying  the  DiiTenters  ? 
And  yet  what  is  it  that  has  been  alleged  againft 
them  ?  Many  indeed  have  been  the  frivolous 
charges  againft  yourfelf,  who  juftly  (land  fo  confpi- 
cuous  among  us  ;  but  againft  the  body  of  Difienters 
what  do  all  the  charges  that  have  been  offered 
amount  to  ? 

Mr.  Madan  has  feduloufly  endeavoured  to  give  a  fe- 
rious  alarm  founded  upon  our  proceedings  to  obtain 
a  repeal  of  the  teft  laws.  But  that  gentleman’s  ap-* 
prehenfions  were  totally  groundlefs.  Had  we  enter¬ 
tained  any  unbecoming  or  illegal  intentions,  we 
fhould  not  have  regularly  publifhed  our  proceedings 
to  the  world ,  but  this  has  been  our  pradlice.  No 

refolutions, 
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refolutions,  as  far  as  I  ever  knew,  or  heard  of,  have 
been  formed  at  any  of  thofe  meetings  but  what  are 
before  the  public.  I  will  venture  to  add,  there  are 
none  palled  upon  the  late  attempt,  but  what  are 
in  every  degree  equalled  in  fpirit  and  firmnefs 
by  thofe  which  were  palled  upon  former  occa- 
fions,  in  profecuting  the  attempt  to  obtain  relief 
from  the  penalties  to  which  Dilienters  were  fubjed 
for  keeping  fchools,  in  which,  though  repeatedly 
unfucccfsful  at  firft,  we  were  at  lafc  happy  enough 
to  be  redrelTed. 

If  Mr.  Burn  and  his  brethren  have  any  inltances 
of  di (loyalty  to  charge  us  with,  any  ads  of  difaffec- 
tion  to  the  ilate  to  accufe  us  of,  let  them  bring 
them  forth  \  let  the  charge  be  made.  When  the  ad- 
vertifement  exprefling  our  loyalty  and  attachment 
to  the  government  of  this  kingdom  was  publilhed 
on  the  14th  of  July,  what  was  further  necelfary  to 
prove  us  good  citizens?  Was  it  becoming  us,  who 
were  confcious  of  none  but  upright  motives,  and 
undiiguifed  actions,  to  be  deterred  from  an  inno¬ 
cent  purpofe  by  a  dread  of  the  machinations  of 
thofe  who  we  were  told  had  been  fecretiy  plotting 
mifehief  again!!  us  ?  Surely  not. 

After  exprefilng  myfelf  thus  unrefervedly  upon 
real  fads,  you  will  eafily  imagine  with  what  feel¬ 
ings  I  read  Mr.  Burn’s  model!  infinuation  of  the  ac¬ 
es 

tivity  of  the  magiftrates.  He  fays,  p.  44,  “  They 

cc  ftaid 
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cc  in  town  for  the  exprefs  purpofe  of  interpot- 

<c  ing  their  authority,  Jhould  any  attempt  be  made  to 
“  break  the  peace.”  If  it  was  fo,  why  did  they  not 
interfere  when  they  both  heard  and  faw  the  noto¬ 
rious  infults  offered  to  fome  of  the  gentlemen  as 
they  went  into  the  hotel  P  What  did  they  do  in  this, 
the  fuppofed  origin  of  the  bufinefs  P  What  did  they,  > 
when  in  the  evening  they  faw  the  two  meeting- 
houfes  and  your  houfe  deftroyed  P  Did  they  make 


any  extraordinary  conftables,  or  enter  upun  any 
other  fpirited  oppofitionP  No:  while  the  meeting 
houfes  were  ftill  burning,  and  the  mob  defhoying 
your  furniture  and  your  houfe,  they  beta  returned 
home,  and  went  very  peaceably  to  beds  and  when 
two  refpedable  gentlemen  went  over  to  them  at  my 
requefl  early  the  next  morning,  one  of  them  ex- 
preffed  much  anger  at  being  called  out  of  his  bed. 
And  yet  the  “  diffident”  Mr.  Burn  very  modeftly 
reprefents  the  merit  of  the  magnates  as  approved 
and  fanclioned  by  one  of  the  mod  numeious  and  re- 
fpeblable  town  meetings  that  was  ever  convened  in 
Birmingham,  and  fays  the  omy  proot  of  delinquency 
on  the  part  of  the  magiftrates  was  their  want  of  fuc- 
cefs^.  A  linking  proof,  indeed,  this  feene  arrords  of 
the  faithful  difeharge  cf  their  duty!  as  Mr.  Burn  declares 
it ;  and,  that  he  may  not  lofe  the  full  emphafis  of  th 
words,  he  prints  them  in  italics.  I  comeis,  however, 


g 


*  Will  Mr.  Burn  fay  that  the  magiftrates  were  neither  of  them 
intoxicated  with  liquor,  in  the  courfe  of  tl.e  hr  ft  evening  of  this 
interesting  and  difgraceful  event  ? 

that, 
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that,  before  this  fcene  of  outrage,  I  never  heard  of 
an  inftance  wherein  a  magiftrate  Cf  faithfully  diff 
tc  charging  his  dutyf  in  quelling  a  mob,  when  ad¬ 
drefling  the  rioters,  whom  he  found  in  the  very 
a£t  of  pulling  down  a  houfe,  fhould  defire  them  to 
€c  take  care  not  to  hurt  one  another And  yet  this  is 
one  among  many  other  proofs  furnifhed  upon  the 
prefent  occafion.  I  think  it  renders  all  others  fu- 
perfluous.  Otherwife  many  more  equally  in  point 
might  be  mentioned,  as  well  as  the  following  fingular 
fa6i,  viz.  that  throughout  the  whole  of  the  late  fcene, 
though  the  juftices  perfonally  attended  at  your 
houfe,  and  at  feveral  other  houfes,  whilfl:  the  rioters 
wrere  deftroying  and  burning  them,  the  Riot  A£t  was 
never  once  read,  or  even  attempted  to  be  read 

But  probably  you  may  have  already  been  in¬ 
formed  of  this  through  another  channel.  I  will  not 
therefore  detain  you  any  longer,  for  I  fear  you  muff: 
already  have  thought  this  letter  too  long.  But  as  in 
writing  it  I  have  not  been  actuated  by  any  defire  of 
criminating  others,  or  retorting  their  malevolent 
calumnies,  I  hope  you  will  excule  its  prolixity,  or 
any  little  degree  of  warmth  that  may  appear  in 
this  attempt  in  j  unification  of  myfelf  to  which 
I  have  fteadily  endeavoured  to  confine  my  re¬ 
marks.  For  after  all  that  I  have  buffered,  and  am 
fiill  buffering,  I  can  truly  fay  that  I  am  more  dif- 

*  A  linking  contrail:  this  to  the  repeated  readings  of  this 
Aft  when  the  brothels  were  in  danger. 

pofed 
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pofed  to  pity,  than  to  criminate  the  authors  and 
abettors  of  it.  Their  leafon  of  reflexion,  I  hope,  is 
approaching,  and  I  would  by  no  means  retard  it  by 
any  irritating  reflections.  I  therefore  moft  cheer¬ 
fully  clofe  this  letter  with  my  belt  wifhes  for  the  re- 
ftoration  of  that  peace  and  good  neighbourhood 
which  reigned  amongft  us  at  Birmingnam  previous 
to  this  truly  unexpected  and  cruel  interruption  of  it ; 
and  I  am  confident  nothing  will  be  wanting  to  pro¬ 
mote  it  that  can  confiftently  be  required  at  the  hands 
of  the  Diflfenters. 

Believe  me,  with  more  refpeCt,  gratitude,  and  af- 
feCtion,  than  I  can  exprefs. 

Dear  Sir, 

Moil  fincerely  and  truly  yours, 

Birmingham,  WlLLIAM  RUSSELL. 

Aug.  20,  1792. 
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